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The Legal Education Scheme. 

THE scHEME sanctioned by Mr. Justice Farwetu last week for 
dealing with the funds aan og by the sale of New-inn and 
Clifford’s-inn corresponds with the anticipations we expressed 
a fortnight ago. The funds will remain in court, and the 
income will be divided in equal shares between the Law Society 
and the Council of Legal Education. This result is a strong 
testimony to the sagacity of the Council of the Law Society 
in establishing their school of law, so as to be able to meet all 
possibilities, and in the attitude they have consistently maintained 
with regard to the application of the funds. 


The Amendment of the Companies Acts. 

Tue commirrsE which has been appointed to consider what 
amendments are necessary in the Acts relating to joint stock 
companies is a strong one, though we are puzzled to know why 
Sir Roser Rerp should be appointed as chairman. His qualifi- 
cations, if we may say so respectfully of a personally popular 
lawyer, would appear to be want of acquaintance with the 
practical working of the Acts and a disposition to upset every- 
thing in accordance with theoretical views. The subjects to 
which the attention of the committee is to be specially 
directed are: (1) The growing practice of issuing companies 
without a prospectus; (2) the registration outside England of 
companies carrying on business in England and appealing to 
English investors ; (3) the extension of the provisions of the 
Act of 1900 with regard to the registration of mo and 
charges so as to include all mortgages and charges, and not only 
those effected since the Ist of January, 1901; and (4) the 
amendment of ‘Table A” of the Act of 1862. These are all 
matters which deserve te be inquired into, but we may repeat 
the warning we have given before, that many persons of high 
authority in mercantile matters (including the late Lord 
Herscux i) have been of opinion that there is some risk that, by 
multiplying the restrictions upon the registration of companies, 
we may transfer business from this country to foreign States. 


Mr. Brickdale on Registration of Title. 


THe parser read by Mr. Bricxpaxs at the Institute of Bankers 
on the Ist inst., on ‘The Practice of the Land Registry as 





T ° 
wich, The Hon. Mr. Justice. Williams, howe a +» J.P., D.L. 
» Henry Chauncy, Esq. ah 


| Williams, Willia 


| Affecting Banking” shews that the recent declaration of the 
1S 








252 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Feb. 11, 1905, 








President of the Board of Trade as to the present intentions of the 
Government by no means represents the aspiration of the Land 
Registry. ‘That it would be desirable,” says Mr. Brickpatz, 
“if possible, to establish a general register of title in this 
country, with a State guarantee of accuracy, has for a long time 
been apparent to almost all who have given serious attention to 
the subject,” and the registrar referred with satisfaction to the 
manner in which the Continental registers work. The desires 
of theoretical reformers, however, do not always represent what 
is most convenient for the practical needs of the community, and 
the reference to Continental systems of registration 
is by no means encouraging. The Continental view 
of officialism is diametrically opposed to our own, and 
the English land-owning class is no more inclined than any 
other class to hand over the management of its affairs to 
Government departments. A Continental register might work 
passably well without its following that the same sort of 
register is desirable here. The question, indeed, depends, not 
upon theoretical aspirations after a universal register, or upon 
the practice of other countries, but upon the actual convenience 
or inconvenience of registration to ourselves. The formation of 
a general register of title for the County of London has now, 
Mr. Brickpa.E remarked, been proceeding for six years, but he 
did not communicate to his audience that the Government were 
careful to withhold any inquiry into the actual results, or that 
there was, to say the least, a widespread opinion that his 
department was a costly and inconvenient incumbrance. 


Precatory Trusts. 

Tue Hovsz or Lorps have reversed (Zimes, 8th inst.) the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Hanbury v. Fisher (52 W. R. 
662; 1904, 1 Ch. 415), and have placed upon the will of the late 
Mr. Hansoury the construction which it was clearly intended to 
bear, The testator bequeathed the whole of his property to his 
wife “ absolutely, in full confidence that she will make such use 
of it as I should have made myself, and that at her death she 
will devise it to such one or more of my nieces as she may think 
fit, and in default of any disposition thereof by her will and 
testament,” the property was to be equally divided among the 
surviving nieces. Apart from the gift over, the case would have 
been simply one of a precatory trust, and, in accordance 
with the modern doctrine, the use of the words “in full 
confidence,” qualifying an absolute gift, would not create 
a binding trust. The majority of the Court of Appeal 
treated the gift over as repugnant, and hence were free to take 
this view, with the result that the testator’s widow would have 
taken the property absolutely. But it does violence to the 
scheme of the will to separate the clauses in this fashion, and 
Cozens-Harpy, L.J., who delivered a dissentient judgment, held 
that it should not be done. He read the gift over as taking 
effect upon the failure of any such disposition as was referred to, 
so as to reduce the widow’s interest to a life estate with a limited 
power of disposition and a gift over in default of exercise of the 
power. This, in effect, is the construction which has been 
adopted in the House of Lords, though Lord Liypiey differed 
and held that the widow took absolutely free from any obligation. 
At first sight, it may appear that the case indicates a tendency 
to reverse the course of recent decision and to give to words of 
mere confidence an obligatory effect. But, in fact, the construc- 
tion of the will turned more upon the effect of the gift over than 
upon the words ‘‘in full confidence,” and we imagine that the 
decision will not rank as an authority on precatory trusts. 


Appeal Jurisdiction. 


WE wAveE much difficulty in seeing how the Court of Appeal 
had jurisdiction to consider and determine the recent case of 
Thompson v. Eccles Corporation (1905, 1 K. B. 110). The appeal 
was from the judgment of a Divisional Court on a case stated by 
justices. The corporation had served upon the owner of a 
dwelling-house a notice requiring him to do certain work for 
the purpose of abating a nuisance, and upon his making default, 
they preferred a complaint against him under section 41 of the 
Public Health Act, 1875, and section 19 of the Public Health 
Act, 1890. At the hearing the justices made an order for the 
abatement of the nuisance, but, at the request of the defendant 
stated a case for the opinion of the court. Upon a reference to 





section 41 of the Public Health Act, 1875, it will be seen that g 
person who makes default in complying with a notice for the 
abatement of such a nuisance is liable to a penalty, so thata 
complaint to justices under the section is a cause or matter the 
result of which may. be the punishment of the defendant, 
and is, therefore, a criminal proceeding. Was the decision 
of the Divisional Court upon the case stated subject to an 
appeal to the Court of Appeal? By section 47 of the Judica- 
ture Act, 1873, ‘‘no appeal shall lie from any judgment of the 
High Court in any criminal cause or matter, save for some error 
of law apparent upon the record, as to which no question shall 
have been reserved for the consideration of the judges under 1f 
& 12 Vict. c. 78.” The appeal is, therefore, prohibited by the 
section, and it is unnecessary to say that in the face of this pro- 
hibition the parties could not by their consent give the Court of 
Appeal jurisdiction. It is easy to refer to reported cases where 
the courts have entertained applications without having their 
attention addressed to objections which would have been fatal 
to their jurisdiction. Not the least remarkable of these is Reg. 
v. Scaife (17 Q. B. 238), where the Court of Queen’s Bench 
granted a new trial in a case of felony, a decision which was 
afterwards held to be of no authority as the question of the 
power of the Queen’s Bench was in fact never argued. 


The Apportionment of Expenses Between Landlord 
and Tenant. 

Tux DEciston of the Court of Appeal in Horner v. Franklin 
(Times, 31st ult.), affirming the judgment of Daruine, J., is one 
of considerable interest, and all the more so that it runs counter 
to the judgments of the Divisional Court in Goldstein v. Hollings- 
worth (1904, 2 K. B. 578) and Morris v. Beal (1904, 2 K. B. 
585). The difficulty has arisen out of the well-meaning attempt 
of the Legislature to do justice between landlord and tenant in 
certain cases where expenses are incurred in complying with 
the demands of a local authority. Under section 14 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, where the owner of a factory 
is required to provide means of escape from fire, he may apply 
to the county court for an apportionment of the expense 
between himself and the occupier, aud the court may 
make such order as is just and equitable under all 
the circumstances of the case; and under section 101, 
where the occupier of an underground bakehouse has to 
make structural alterations in order to obtain a certificate 
for its continued use, the occupier may apply to a court of 
summary jurisdiction for an apportionment of the expenses 
between himself and the owner, and the court may make such 
order as appears to be just and equitable, under the circum- 
stances of the case, regard being had to the terms of any 
contract between the parties; or, in the alternative, the court 
may, at the request of the occupier, determine the lease. Both 
these enactments fail to deal expressly with the fact, which 
should have been well known to the draftsman, that leases 
usually contain a covenant on the part vf the lessee for 
payment of rates, taxes, and outgoings framed in such 
language that any expenses of the kind in question would be 
thrown upon the lessee. What, then, is to happen when a 
county court judge or a magistrate is asked to apportion against 
alandlord a sum which the tenant is under covenant to pay; 
or what is to happen if the landlord sues the tenant in the High 
Court for the whole of an expense which the tenant is entitled to 
have apportioned by an inferior court? In Monk v. Arnold (50 
W. R. 667; 1902, 1 K. B. 761), decided on the provision of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1891, which has been re-enacted by 
section 14 of the Act of 1901, the Divisional Court held that the 
existence of the covenant did not deprive the county court judge 
of jurisdiction to make the apportionment, though it was seen 
that the jurisdiction might be rendered nugatory by the right of 
the lessor to sue on his covenant in the Migh Court. At the 
same time, reasons were suggested why in such a case the wide 
effect which is usually given to the covenant in question might 
not under the circumstances apply. 


Implied Legislative Interference with Contracts. 


Tre case of Monk vy. Arnold was concerned with the expenses of 
providing fire-escape appliances. The cases of Goldstein v. Hollings- 
worth and Morris vy. Beal (supra) were concerned with the expenses 
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of making structural alterations in underground bakehouses. 
But though there are important distinctions between sections 14 
and 101 of the Act of 1901, yet in the main their provisions are 
similar, and in the latter cases the Divisional Court held that 
any apportionment would be nugatory, since, directly the ex- 

mses have been apportioned, the tenant can be sued by the 
fandlord on his covenant for any part of the expenses which 
the landlord has had to pay under the apportionment ; 
hence, as was held in Morris v. Beal, where the tenant 
has covenanted to pay “outgoings,” the magistrate has no 


. jurisdiction to make any apportionment of the expenses of 


alterations in an underground bakehouse. It is to be observed 
that section 101 expressly requires that regard shall be had to 
the terms of the lease, while section 14 refers only to “all the 
circumstances of the case’’; but this distinction seems to be hardly 
sufficient to alter entirely the nature of the jurisdiction. While, 
however, in the cases just referred to, the Divisional Court, 
differing from Monk v. Arnold, held in effect that the existence 
of the covenant abrogated the jurisdisction to make an appor- 
tionment; in Horner v. Franklin, on the other hand, Dartine, J., 
applying and carrying further the principle of Monk v. Arnold, held 
that the existence of the jurisdiction abrogated the action on the 
covenant, so that a landlord who had incurred the expense of 
providing fire escape appliances could not sue the tenant for the 
amount, but could only proceed in the county court to obtain 
an apportionment. This is the result which has now been 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal. As to its technical correctness 
we must confess to somedoubt. The Legislature can, of course, 
interfere with private contracts, and in many cases it might with 
advantage interfere to relax the severity of the wide covenant 
for payment of outgoings which landlords too frequently enforce 
upon tenants, regardless of the length of the tenancy; and we 
do not dispute the fairness of the result in the present case. 
But in a matter of such importance as the setting aside of a 
contractual provision in favour of the provision made by the 
Legislature, it might be expected that an intention to do this 
would be clearly expressed. The usual provisions of leases and 
the course of decision on this particular covenant are perfectly 
well known, and it would have been easy to state that the pro- 
cedure of section 14 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, was 
to supersede the landlord’s ordinary remedy. 


A Miscarriage of Justice. 


LAROENY AND embezzlement are often almost indistinguishable, 
and in past times many a dishonest servant indicted for larceny 
escaped punishment by shewing that the money he was charged 
with tabling had never been in his master’s possession. Now, 
however, under section 68 of the Larceny A€f, 1861, any servant 
who embezzles any money or chattel received by him on account 
of his master ‘‘ shall be deemed to have feloniously stolen the 
same,” although such money or chattel had never been received 
into possession by the master. Further, section 72 provides 
that if a person be indicted for embezzlement, and it is proved at 
the trial that “he took the property in question ” in such a manner 
as to amount to larceny, the jury may find him not guilty of 
embezzlement, but guilty of larceny; and so vice versd. The case 
of Rex v. Clarke, recently heard before the Court for the Con- 
sideration of Crown Oases Reserved, reveals another weak spot 
in this branch of the law. The defendant was the manager of 
a shop, and was indicted for embezzling a sum of money which 
he had received on behalf of his employers in the course of his 
duties. It was proved that at a stocktaking he had failed to 
account for a certain amount of stock. His counsel wished to 
cross-examine the witnesses for the prosecution in support of his 
contention that the deficiency was in goods, not in money. The 
chairman of the quarter sessions refused to allow. such cross- 
examination as not being relevant to the issue. This case raised 
the question as to the correctness of such ruling. The High 
Court held that the chairman was wrong, and that the proposed 
cross-examination was relevant, for the defendant, having been 
indicted for the embezzlement of money, could not be convicted 
without proof that the missing goods had been converted into 
money. The conviction was therefore quashed. Now, 
on the same pinco’s if this man had been indicted for 
stealing or embezzling the goods, he might have got off by 


shewing that he had sold the goods in the ordinary way and | 





embezzled the money. In such cases, however, it is usually 
quite impossible for the employer to know in which way he was 
defrauded ; and it really ought not to matter, as the result is 
precisely the same. Here we have a case of a distinct mis- 
carriage of justice owing to a legal technicality. The High 
Court was clearly right in its decision as the law stands, but the 
law ought not to be such as to permitof such a miscarriage. It 
would be very easy to meet the difficulty by a simple provision 
that where a person is indicted for embezzling money, the price 
of goods sold by him on behalf of his master, he shall not be 
entitled to acquittal if it appears that he in fact embezzled the 
goods themselves without selling them. Of course, the difficulty 
can be overcome by indicting alternatively for embezzling the 
money and also for embezzling the goods. 


Conditions in Restraint of Marriage. 


Tue taw as to the validity of conditions in restraint of 
marriage has been considered in so many cases that it might be 
regarded as tolerably well settled, but it was described by 
Vavuanan Wittiams, L.J., in the recent case of Re Whiting’s 
Settlement (1895, 1 Ch. 96) as unsatisfactory, and the learned 
judge further expressed his opinion that the mode in which it 
has been dealt with is not easy to weld into one consistent whole. 
In the case referred to, the settlor transferred securities to 
trustees, upon trust to pay the income to his daughter from the 
time she attained the age of twenty-six for her life for her 
separate use without power of anticipation, with remainder 
in favour of her issue. There was a condition subsequent 
by which the interest of the daughter in the fund was forfeited 
if she married without the consent of persons specified, and 
there was a gift over. Upon these facts the Court of Appeal, 
affirming the judgment of Warrrnerony, J., held that the case 
was concluded by authority, and that the condition, being only 
in partial restraint of marriage, was valid. The law as to con- 
ditions in restraint of marriage has, we are told, been imported 
into our system from the civil law, and it is interesting to watch 
the progress of the law with regard to general and special 
restraints of marriage in countries which have to some extent 
adopted the civil law. We read that, although the Scottish law 
once treated stipulations whereby legacies were granted upon 
condition that the grantee should not marry a particular person, 
or should marry only with the consent of persons named 
by the grantor, as invalid, the effect of the modern decisions 
is to allow their validity to depend upon the judge’s opinion 
as to whether the consent to the marriage is to be with- 
held on reasonable grounds. Under article 900 of the Code 
Napoleon, by which ia every disposition by gift or will con- 
ditions contrary to the laws or to morals shall be deemed not 
made, the courts decided that a condition that the legatee should 
not marry without the consent of a third person should be 
deemed not made, but this decision has been qualified by others 
which are more in accordance with the English law—namely, 
that restrictions against second marriages by a widow or widower 
are legal, and that a condition that a legatee shall not marry 
without the consent of his or her parents is excepted from the 
general rule. This rule was originally founded upon what was 
supposed to be public policy, and public policy is in the nature 
of things uncertain and fluctuating, varying with the habits and 
fashions of the age. 


Liquidated Damages. 


AN INTERESTING application of the rule that a sum named in a 
contract as a penalty may be construed as liquidated damages, 
if such be the intention of the parties, is contained in the 
decision of the House of Lords in Clydebank Engineering Co. v. 
Castaneda (1905, A.C.6). The appellants had, in 1896, entered 
into a contract for the construction of four torpedo boats for the 
Spanish Government. The vessels were to be completed by 
specified dates, and the contract contained a clause: “The 
penalty for later delivery shall be at the rate of £500 per 
week for each vessel not delivered by the contractors in 
the contract time.” There was considerable delay in 
delivery, and a claim was made under this clause for 
about £67,500. But neither the use of the word “ penalty,” 
nor the amount of the sum demanded, was a ground for treatin 
the agreed sum as a penalty in the technical sense, so as to leti 
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evidence of actual damage and restrict the sum recoverable to 
the amount of the damage proved. Where, indeed, there is an 
obvious inconsistency between the breach of contract and the 
sum named as payable, then it may be treated as a penalty. 
This is the case, for instance, where the same sum is named as 
payable upon breach of any of several stipulations, as to some 
of which the damage may be trifling: Wallis v. Smith (21 Ch. 
D. 243). In general, however, the sum is fixed in the contract for 
the very purpose of excluding evidence as to actual damage, and 
it will be treated as liquidated damages unless the result would he 
obviously unfair. “ ‘The fact,” said Lord Davey in the present 
case, “of a claim being of an exorbitant or of an unconscionable 
amount as compared with any possible damages that could have 
been within the contemplation of the parties is a reason for 
holding it not to be liquidated damages, but a penalty.” But 
the sum of £500 a week for each boat was regarded as not 
unconscionable, and the parties in fixing it had excluded the 
very troublesome inquiry which would have been required had 
it been necessary to ascertain the amount of actual damages. It 
was argued that the Spanish Government were the gainers by 
the delay, for the boats, if delivered, would have promptly 
shared the same fate in the Spanish-American war as the rest of 
the Spanish navy. But, as might have been expected, the argu- 
ment was of no avail, and the appellants were left to pay the 
damages fixed by the contract. 


Accident or Suicide. 


A case of some novelty, Harvey v. The Ocean Accident and 
Guaranice Corporation (1905, Ir. Rep. (vol. 2), p. 1), has 
recently been determined by the Court of Appeal in Ireland. 
In an action upon a life policy of insurance it appeared that the 
terms of the policy were that if the assured should sustain any 
injury by accident from an outward, external, and visible means 
or cause, and if the assured should die solely from the effects of 
such accident within ninety days from the happening thereof, 
the company should pay to his executors, &c., £1,000 after proof 
satisfactory to the directors of the company of the cause of death 
should have been given. The policy also contained a con- 
dition that the company should not be liable in case of 
suicide. The company had refused to pay the amount assured 
on the ground that satisfactory evidence had not been furnished 
to them that the death of the assured occurred from accident 
within the meaning of the policy. The body of the assured was 
found in the River Lee, about one mile from Cork, without any 
marks of violence. Upon a reference to arbitration, the 
arbitrator found that the death was caused solely by drowning; 
that the assured died solely from the effects of bodily injury 
from an outward, external, and visible means or cause, but that 
no evidence was given by either party on which the arbitrator 
could find or determine at what particular part of the river, in what 
manner, under what circumstances, or from what immediate cause 
he became immersed in the river so as to be drowned, or on which 
he could find or determine, apart from any presumption of law, 
whether the cause of death was accident or suicide. It was 
held by the Court of Appeal that death by drowning was death 
from an outward, external, and visible means or cause, and death 
from such a cause was primd facie death by accident, and when 
the tribunal of fact found the evidence so equally balanced that 
there was precisely the same weight of evidence in favour of 
accident or of suicide, the presumption of law against crime 
would entitle the claimant to recover the amount of the policy. 
This decision seems to us quite satisfactory. It was not disputed 
that death was the result of accident or suicide, and the question 
was one of the burden of proof. To require affirmative evidence 
of death by accident in cases like the present would be unjust 
to the assured in a large class of cases. When the circumstances 
are equivical, there is a presumption against an act of felony 
such as suicide, and cases can easily be imagined when direct 
and positive evidence of death by accident would be impossible. 


A Solomonic Dispute. 


Disecres wxtwexx two mothers, each claiming the same child 
as her own, may often have arisen since the time of the judg- 
ment of Solomon, but it rarely happens that such a case arises 
in the administration of the criminal law. Such a case was, 
however, recently heard by the Manchester justices, one Lucy 








Jonzs being technically charged with the theft of a child two 
and a-half years old, which she had claimed and taken away 
from the workhouse. Another woman declared that she was the 
mother, and a witness who had nursed the infant identified it 
from having pierced its ears in order to put in a pair of earri 
Mrs. Jonzs was ultimately satisfied that she had by mistake 
claimed the wrong child, and an order was made for its restora- 
tion to its real mother. The case is an illustration of the import- 
ance to be attached to physical marks which the child sought to 
be identified was known to possess. In Beck’s Medical 
Jurisprudence there is a reference to a case in the 
French Courts where a child, put to nurse in Normandy 
when about sixteen months old, was proved to have been bled 
in the right arm, and to have also had a cicatrix on the near 
side of the left knee from a gathering which had been cured 
by caustics. This child, at the age of three years and eight 
months, was lost. Two years afterwards, its godmother, seeing 
two boys pass, was struck with the voice of one of them, and was 
convinced that he was the lost child. The knee and arm of this 
child were examined and the cicatrixes found. In the mean- 
time another person claimed the child as her son. She pointed 
out that the child had marks of small-pox on its body, and inas- 
much as it was not pretended that the missing child had any 
such marks, her claim, which was supported by the evidence of 
many witnesses, was upheld. This decision is criticised by an 
eminent French jurist, who points out that the evidence as to 
the origin of the marks was not checked by a medical examina- 
tion, and who also observes that the child might have contracted 
small-pox after it was lost. Créches, or receptacles for the 
custody of infant children, have largely increased in recent 
years, and it might possibly be thought that in some one of 
these places a question as to the identity of a child might 
occasionally arise. We have, however, no reason to suppose 
that any such controversy has arisen. 


The Lawyer’s Chance of Longevity. 

Tue ure of a busy lawyer is an arduous one, but the evidence 
in a recent case before Swrvren Eapy, J., goes to shew that his 
labours are not so exhausting as they are generally supposed to 
be. One of the medical witnesses in this case stated that soften- 
ing of the brain was common among rural labourers, the cause 
of the disease being the lack of brain exercise. The intellect of 
a rural labourer rusted rather than wore out, and he was liable 
to an attack of apoplexy at a comparatively early age. The 
witness referred, in support of his theory, to the case of judges 
and others whose thinking capacity was continuously employed, 
and who lived to a far greater age than the average rural 
labourer. This evidence (which appeared to afford much satis- 
faction to the learned judge) is to some extent corroborated by that 
of an eminent oculist, who told us of cases where the eyesight 
had not benefited by abstinence from reading and writing. The 
difficulty, of course, is to ascertain the exact point at which 
exercise of the brain ceases to be beneficial. 


Noise in Flats. 
A case recently heard in the French courts will be read with 
interest by the numerous occupiers of flats in this country. The 
laintiff, an actor, who was tenant of the enéresol in a large 
building, and whose pursuits compelled him to seek repose at a 
late hour, complained that he was roused at 6.30 every morning 
by the defendant, the tenant of the first floor, who, after a rather 
noisy bath, went through a number of gymnastic exercises 
which, while they lasted, made sleep impossible in the lower 
room, The decision of the French court was that the action was 
premature, inasmuch as the plaintiff had not taken all reasonable 
steps to avoid litigation by appealing directly to the defendant 
for the purpose of obtaining some diminetion of the nuisance. 
The i law is probably the same in Englandand France, 
the question to be tried in such a case being whether the noise 
is a substantial nuisance to the party complaining and inconsistent 
with the comfortable enjoyment of his premises. 





The Master of the Rolls will preside at a mame concert of the Law 
Students’ Deba Society, which will take place in the Law Society's 
Hall in Chancery-lane, on ‘Tuesday evening, the 21st instant, 
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The Varying of Trust Investments. 


Tue statement in the current edition of Lewin on Trusts that 
no applications from cestuis que trust to their trustees are so 

uent as those for a more productive investment for the 
benefit of the tenant for life, was, no doubt, the experience of 
the first fiduciary who held property in trust for a life tenant, 
with remainder to other persons. The sentiment which prompts 
the application on the part of the tenant for life is sufficiently 
natural, apart from any question of the actual rate of interest 
procurable, but it is more natural, and certainly more often in 
evidence, at a time like the present, when the recognized rate of 
interest on sound securities has within living memory fallen from 
5 to 4, and thence to 3 per cent., and when even a smaller annual 
income is, or was recently, the utmost procurable under a not 
unusually narrowed range of investments. 

There is a somewhat prevalent idea that, under what may be 
called the ordinary power to vary securities into or for others of 
a like nature, the trustees, so long as the proposed new security 
is within the authorized range of investment, and is itself sound, 
may change existing investments for others, and may continue 
to do so, although the only or principal object present to their 
minds is, admittedly, to obtain a higher income for the tenant 
forlife. The authorities, and still more the principles underlying 
them—for the authorities themselves are not very numerous— 
hardly seem to support so wide a view. No one would, of 
course, contend that the trustees could exercise their power so 
as necessarily to favour the tenant for life at the actual 
expense of the remaindermen, but the principle goes further 
than that, for, in making an investment of trust funds, it 
is “the duty of a trustee to have regard to the rights and 
interests of all parties concerned, and if it appears that he has 
made the investment at the instance and for the benefit of one 
or more of the cestuis que trust, without having regard to the 
interests of the others, and loss has resulted from the invest- 
ment, that is a breach of trust for which he and his estate must 
be made responsible”: Raby v. Ridehalgh (3 W. R. 344, 7 
De G. M. & G. 104). The power of varying the securities is, in 
fact, given to trustees, not with the intention of enabling them 
to vary also the relative rights of the beneficiaries, but with a 
view of adding security to the property: Lord v. Godfrey (4 Mad. 
455). Further, if the exercise by the trustees of the power to vary 
is to be with the consent of the tenant for life, the duty of the 
trustees to look to the interests of the remaindermen is even 
somewhat increased ; for it is considered that, whilst the necessity 
for the consent of the tenant for life is givegsto him for his own 
protection, there is in such a case a particular discretion under 
the power reposed in the trustees for the protection of the various 
remaindermen. Moreover, although the tenant for life could 
not in such a case compel trustees, acting otherwise bond fide, 
to exercise their power and vary the investments, the court will, 
i a proper case, notwithstanding the refusal by the tenant for 


e to give his consent, direct the trustees, out of regard to the 
ulterior interests, to make a reinvestment on proper security, 
(Harrison v. Thexton, 4 Jur. N. 8. 551); and the court will so 
actif the fund is in danger, even — the wishes of the tenant 


for life: Costello v. O’ Rorke (3 Ir. Rep. Eq. 172). 

That the proposal for the change of investments emanates 
from the life tenant is indeed almost of itself enough to suggest 
the need for special vigilance on the part of the trustees, whose 
duty it then becomes to act as a check upon the tenant for life in 
the interest of the other persons entitled under the settlement, and 
the duty of co-trustees is hardly less when, as sometimes happens, 
the tenant for life is himself a trustee with them. Not only 
must the scale of investment be held evenly as between all parties 
interested, so that ‘‘the tenant for life should not be allowed 
by an investment on a security less safe or less permanent than 
one which would otherwise be retained or chosen, and therefore 
yielding to the present holder an increased rate of interest, to 
advance himself at the expense of the remaindermen,” but as ‘‘ the 
duty of a trustee when * is called upon to change an existing 
investment is an important duty, it would not be a proper 
exercise of his discretion to change the investment wd to 
the sake of increasing the inconie of the tenant for life, if in so 
doing he diminishes the seourity of the capital fund”: Re 


r/mark is on the 





Dick (39 W. R. 225; 1891, 1 Ch, 423, 431). The proposi- 
tion appears to be equally true, apart from any question of 
diminished security or subsequent loss. If an investment is 
once rightly made, mere subsequent depreciation in value is not 
per se any ground for valid objection; but, if only upon the 
ground of the attendant expense, it is for the trustees to justify 
any change of investment, or at least to be able to state that it 
was done by them in the genuine exercise of a considered 
discretion, and in the belief that it was in the interest of all 
their cestuis que trust. The object of trustees should be to make 
a permanent investment, whether the capital sum is one in which 
there is a life estate only or one which is to be held absolutely 
for some beneficiary, without, of course, placing in the back- 
ground the importance of also securing the income, which may 
be, and often is, as essential to the welfare of the remainderman 
as it is to that of the tenant for life. If the rate of interest 
offered is such as to involve any risk to the capital, that is 
sufficient to make the investment in such cases an improper one 

Trustees, in fact, equally with the court, are bound to act 
for the benefit of all parties interested in the fund, and 
not for the benefit of the tenant for life or remaindermen only, 
and, if they vary an existing investment, to have at least 
some reason to shew for doing so. ‘‘I can conceive that it will 
be for the benefit of the petitioner, because the investment 
proposed would produce for her a larger income; but I cannot 
see how it can be beneficial for those entitled in remainder to 
change the present secure investment”: per Lord LanGpALe, 
M.R., in Stuart v. Stuart (3 Beav. 430). The guiding principle 
for trustees in these cases would accordingly appear to be that, 
unless they consider, not acting on the importunity of the tenant 
for life, but in the bond fide exercise of their own independent 
discretion, that, along with a clear benefit to the tenant for life, 
there is at least a reasonable expectation of a commensurate 
permanent gain to the entire estate, a change of investment, 
under the common power to vary securities, should not be made. 








County Court Jurisdiction in 


Respect of Trade-marks. 


Tx Court of Appeal (as reported elsewhere) have reversed the 
decision of the Divisional Court in Bow v. Hart (53 W. R. 218; 
1904, 2 K. B. 693), and have held that the county court has no 
jurisdiction to entertain an action based upon the violation of a 
right to a trade-mark, unless, apparently, the violation involves 
the fraudulent use of the trade-mark; and this result has been 
arrived at upon considerations which were not before the 
Divisional Court, and which are of general importance with 
regard to county court jurisdiction. 

The action was brought in the Rochester County Court in 
respect of an alleged infringement by the defendant of the 
plaintiff’s registered trade-mark, and the plaintiff claimed an 
injunction and an account, or d he defendant gave 
notice that at the hearing he would object to the jurisdiction of 
the court to try the claim, and also that he intended to contest 
the validity of the trade-mark and to apply to the High Court 
to have it expunged from the register. At the hearing the 
county court judge did not actually decide the point as to 
jurisdiction, but he held that, assuming that he had jurisdic- 
tion to try the action, yet the nature of the defence precluded 
him from exercising it. The defence put in issue the plaintiff's 
right to the use of the trade-mark, and a decision upon this would 
be in effect a decision as to the right of the plaintiff to retain his 
trade-mark upon the register. Such a decision there was no 
jurisdiction to give, and it may be umed that the judge in 
arriving at this conclusion was guided by section 90 of the 
Patents, Desi, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, which confers 
only upon the High Court the power of women ge Bo ister, 

The ground upon which the county court ju declined to 
hear the action was not considered tenable in the Divisional 
Court, and it has had no influence on the further history of the 
case. Until the expiration of five the fact that the trade- 
i does not preclude a defence of its 
invalidity, and if the county court has jurisdiction to entertain 
the action at all, it has jurisdiction to deal with such a defence as 
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that in question. The defence can be raised quite independently 

of any application to rectify the register. The point considered 

in the Divisional Court, and also in the Court of Appeal, was 
whether an action for infringement of a trade-mark was within 
the jurisdiction conferred by section 56 of the County Courts 

Act, 1888. That section, as amended by the Act of 1903, enacts 

that “all personal actions, where the debt, demand, or damage 

claimed is not more than £100,” may be commenced in the 
county court, with a proviso which excludes, inter alia, any action 
in which the title to any “franchise ” shall be in question. The 

Divisional Court, assuming that the action was a personal action 
within the first part of the clause, held that it did not relate to 

a franchise, and was consequently not excluded by the proviso. 
Hence it was within the jurisdiction of the county court. The 
Court of Appeal agree that the action would not be excluded by 
the proviso, but they hold that it is not a personal action in which 
a debt, demand, or damage is claimed within the meaning of 
section 56, and hence is not within the enactment of that 

_ section. 

The point that the right to a registered trade-mark is not a 
“franchise” within the proviso to section 56 is thus settled, but 
it ceases to be important except in cases where the action is 
founded on fraud, to which cases the decision of the Court of 
a does not apply. The nature of a franchise was discussed 
in feg. v. Judge of the Halifax County Court (89 W. R. 492, 545; 
1891, 2 Q. B. 263), and it was there pointed out that it 
arises by grant from the Crown, and hence, since a patent is 
of this nature, actions relating to patents are excluded from 
county court jurisdiction. A trade-mark, however, is different. 
In the words of Lord Atverstong, C.J.,in the present case 
(1904, 2K. B., p- 697), ‘‘the right to the exclusive use of a trade- 
mark is a right based on property ; it is a right to have property 
—that is, the right to the use of the trade-mark—protected ; it 
is not analogous in its nature to a franchise, for it does not arise 
by reason of any grant from the Crown, the right to the regis- 
tration of a trade-mark being a right conferred by statute.” 
Similarly the Court of Appeal observe that the registration of a 
trade-mark does not give to the owner of the trade-mark a 
privilege granted by the Crown in right of its prerogative. It 
is not a franchise, therefore, and an action relating to a trade- 
mark is not excluded from county court jurisdiction by the 
proviso to section 56. 

There remains the point in which the Court of Appeal have 
differed from the Divisional Court—whether an action for an 
injunction to restrain the use of a trade-mark is a personal 
action of the nature contemplated by the principal enactment of 
section 56. That section, as we have seen, confers upon the 
county court jurisdiction in all personal actions where the debt, 
demand, or damage claimed does not exceed the specified limit, 
and it takes the place of the provision of section 58 of the County 
Courts Act, 1846, by which jurisdiction in common law actions 
was originally conferred on county courts. The reasoning of the 
judgment of the Court of Appeal is that, at the time of the Act 
of 1846, an action based upon the improper, though not 
fraudulent, use of a trade-mark would not have been within that 
Act, and that nothing has happened since to bring it within the 

ing section of the Act of 1888. As was pointed out 
by Mzxuisu, L.J., in Singer Manufacturing Co. v. Wibson (2 Ch. 
D. 434), in a passage quoted by Vavenan Wituiams, L.J., on 
the present occasion, a right of action at common law in r 
of the violation of a right of trade-mark depended on fraud ; but 
in equity an action would lie, though there was no fraud, simply 
because the trade-mark had been improperly used. In 1846, how- 
ever, an equitable action of this nature was only for an injunc- 
tion and an account of profits, and damages could only be given 
at a later date by virtue of Cairns’ Act (21 & 22 Vict. ¢. 27). 
Thus the action was not a personal action in which any damage 
was claimed, and could not in 1846 have been brought in the 
county court. Section 58 of the Act of 1846 was, in fact, limited 
to personal actions which could be brought in the common law 
courts, and the sections of that Act, and also the subsequent 

P of the County Courts Acts of 1865, 1867, and 1888, 
which have conferred on county courts equitable jurisdiction, are 
limited to the matters—specific performance, the execution of 


trusts, &c.—which are specially mentioned, and these do not 


It was naturally argued that, inasmuch as by section 16 of 
the Judicature Act, 1873, the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Chancery has been transferred to the High Court, and under 
section 24 law and equity are administered as one system, 
any action in which damages can now be claimed is a 
personal action within section 56 of the County Oourts Act, 
1888; and upon a broad view of the matter, this construction 
might well have prevailed. The result arrived at by the Court 
of Appeal depends upon a subtle train of reasoning, and revives 
distinctions between common law and equitable actions which 
are now obsolete. It is not convenient that a provision like 
section 56, which prescribes in general terms the limits 
of county court jurisdiction, should receive a construction 
depending upon such distinctions. The fact that neither 
to the county court judge nor to the Divisional Court does 
it seem to have occurred that the first part of section 56 was 
to be taken in the above limited sense shews that the decision of 
the Court of Appeal is more ingenious than plain. At the same 
time it may be admitted that the actual result is not inconvenient, 
for, as was recognized in the Divisional Court, the scheme of the 
Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Acts, 1883 and 1885, does 
not readily adapt itself to concurrent jurisdiction in the High 
Court and in the county court, and in many cases it would be 
necessary to remove the action to the High Court. Any difficulty 
of this kind is avoided by the present decision. 








Reviews. 


Evidence. 


PowELw’s PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF THE LAW OF EVIDENCE, 
E1cuTH Epirion. By Joun CurTieEr, K.C., and CHARLEs F, 
CAGNEY, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


This is a new edition of an old standard book on the law of evidence, 
brought up to date, with references to decisions to the middle of last 
year. Inno book on the subject with which we are acquainted are 
the rules of evidence stated more clearly or concisely. It is a very 
readable book, and, therefore, just the one for the student. We can 
fully recommend it to any candidate for any examination which 
requires something more than a superficial knowledge of this important 
subject. We do not mean to imply, however, that the book is 
primarily a student’s book; for it is essentially one for the busy 
practitioner, and one in which he will find very readily a large amount 
of most useful information. The rules of evidence owe little to direct 
legislation, but there are a number of statutory provisions bearing on 
the matter. The most important of these are set out in an appendix. 





Trusts. 


A PracricaL TREATISE ON THE LAW oF Trusts. By (the late) 
Tuomas LEWIN, Esq. ELEVENTH EDITION, WITH AN APPENDIX 
CONTAINING THE TRUSTEE AcT, 1893, PRINTED IN FULL aND 
ANNOTATED BY REFERENCE TO THE TEXT OF THE WorK. By 
Cxcit C. M. DALE, Barrister-at Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Five or six years is a short time for a new edition of a work of this 
sngatind, and Mr. Dale may be congratulated on the appreciation 
of his work in the last issue which is manifested by the call fora 
fresh edition. We need hardly say that Lewin is an indispensable 
part of the library of a practitioner in the Chancery Division, and 
experience of the book under the revision of its present editor 
enables us to say that it is kept well up to the mark. The cases have 
been carefully collected and neatly incorporated and brought up to 4 
recent date. Thus, in the addenda the case of Re Taylor's 
Agreement Trusts (48 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL 560, W. N. 1904, 
120) is added to the statement in the note at p. 826 of Mr. 
Justice Farwell’s decision in Le General Accident Assurance 
Corporation (1904, 1 Ch. 147), as to the meaning of the words 
‘cannot be found” in section 26 of the Trustee Act, 1893. 
The merit of the editor’s work consists in the accuracy with 
which the results of the decisions are stated in a few words in 
the text or the notes: we have referred to several recent cases and 
have invariably observed this characteristic. There is not usually to 
be found any discussion as to the accuracy of decisions which have 
been a good deal mooted among lawyers; this would no doubt add 
too much to the already large bulk of the book. But as a statement 
of law as it stands on the decided cases, we have nothing but praise 
for this edition. The index has been revised, but we think it is still 





include trade-marks. 





susceptible of improvement, 
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County Court Practice. 
{aE YEARLY County Court PRacTIcE, 1905. FounpDED on ARCH- 


AND 1878. By E. A. JetF and C. J. B. Hurst, Barristers-at- 
Law. Horace Cox. 


In reading the preface of this little book, it cannot fail at once to 


potp's County Court PRacricE, AND Pitt-LeEwis’ COUNTY | strike the reader as very strange that it was the original intention of 


Court PRACTICE. 


By G. Pirr-Lewis, K.C., Sir C. ARNOLD | the authors to include the Licensing Acts in this volume. 


If they 


Wuite, Chief Justice of Madras, and E, H. TINDAL ATKINSON, | had carried out their intention at all effectually, the book would 
B.A., Barrister-at-Law; Assisted by A. W. Ganz, B.A., LL.B., probably have been at least five times its pene. o4 size; for th 


Barrister-at-Law. THE CHAPTERON CosTs AND THE PRECEDENTS 


ogically licensing law is a branch of the law of innkeepers, the 


or Costs, by W. Morten TuRNER, Registrar of the Watford | pranch is of such great public importance, and has been the subject 


County Court. THE CHAPTER As TO EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY AND 
WorKMEN’S COMPENSATION, REVISED AND RE-EDITED by His 
Honour Judge Woopratt In Two Votumes. Butterworth & 
Co ; Shaw & Sons. 

The variety of subjects treated of in the Yearly County Court 
Practice is an index to the multifariousness of the duties which are now 
cast upon county courts. The first volume includes the statutes and 
rules which deal with the more usual subjects of jurisdiction—the 
County Courts Acts 1885 and 1903; the Employers’ Liability Act, 
1880; the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 and 1900; the 
Admiralty Jurisdiction Acts, 1868 and 1869; and costs and court 
fees. The second volume gives, with explauatory notes, the statutes 
which confer special jurisdiction. This year's edition is of more than 
usual interest inasmuch as it incorporates the changes in procedure 
introduced by the County Courts Act, 1903, and the rules of 1904. 
The notes on the sections of the Act of 1888 are perhaps 
the most important part of the work, and their fulness makes them 
an excellent guide to the principles of county court practice. 
We may refer in particular to the notes on section 56, defining the 
ordinary jurisdiction of the county court ; on section 73, on the mode of 
commencing an action ; on section 79, on the taking of evidence and 
the general proceedings at the hearing; and on section 113, on the 
jurisdiction with regard to costs. The consolidated rules of 1903 
have already been amended by the rules of 1904, and the necessary 
changes have been made by the editor so as to continue the work of 
consolidation, and the rules are printed as one entire set. They have 
also prefixed to this part an explanatory memorandum shewing the 
effect of the rules of 1904. In particnlar, for instance, the new order 
22a regulates the prozedure in actions brought under the extended 
jurisdiction. The recent Order in Council constituting certain courts 
as major county courts is printed at pp. 1045, &c. We have called 
attention ona former occcasion to the comprebensiveness of the notes 
on admiralty jurisdiction, and these, as well as the notes on the 
Employers’ Liability and Workmen's Compensation Acts, continue to 
form a useful feature of the work. Altogether it is a full and 
valuable compendium of county court practice, and is admirably 
brought up to dute, 





Indictment and Information. 


CRiMINAL PROCEEDINGS ON INDICTMENT AND INFORMATION (IN 
ENGLAND AND WALES). By E. B. Bowen-Row.Lanps, Barrister- 
a'-Iiaw. Stevens & Sons (Limited), 
This book is an attempt to form a Code of Criminal Procedure. The 

practice is set out in 356 ‘‘ Rules,” accompanied*by explanatory notes 

and references. The book shews that a cauiienite amount of 
industry has been expended in its preparation, and it is accurate as 
far as we have been able to test it. The author’s object has been toa 
great extent attained, and no doubt much valuable and reliable infor- 
mation may be obtained from the book on criminal procedure. We 
fail to see, however, that the book supplies a want. ll it contains is 
easily accessible in other places. The book does not profess to deal 
with criminal law or evidence, only with practice; and we have 
books dealing with the complete subject which contain all of. value 
that is to be found in this book. 





PRECEDENTS OF INDICTMENTS. By THoMAS WILLIAM SAUNDERS, 
Esq , Metropolitan Police Magistrate, and WituiAM Epa@ar 
SAuNDERS, Barrister-at-Law. THirp Epirion. By HENry Sr. 
JouNn RAIKES, Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox. 
This is a very useful collection of precedents, and forms a handy 

and almost indispensable supplement to Archbold’s Criminal Pleading, 

which contains the ouly other convenient collection. If the practi- 
tioner cannot find a suitable precedent in one volume he probably 
ean in the other, and he can safely rely upon either. This edition 
dispenses with an index, which would be superfluous, as the offencse 
dealt with are arranged in alphabetical order. Every student who 
wishes to learn the art of criminal pleading should carefully study 
the introduction to this book, in which all the rules are set out with 
great clearness and accuracy, 


Innkeepers. 
Tur Law or InnKrEePrers, UNDER THE CusToM OF THE REALM OF 


of so much legislation, 
a considering the book as it is, we have nothing 
say of it. 
and probably this will supply a distinct demand. The law is stated 
with clearness and acc 
the student seeking knowledge of a very old and interesting portion 
of our common law, we can safely recommend this work. 


at it has very far outgrown the a ype tree. 
t good to 
There is no very modern book confined to this subject, 


; and both to the practitioner and to 





Rating. 

A CoDE oF THE LAW OF RATING AND PROCEDURE ON APPEAL, WITH 
AN APPENDIX CONTAINING ALL THE STATUTES IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE LAW OF RATING FULLY ANNOTATED, AND SPECIMENS OF 
VALUATIONS MADE FOR THE PuRposEs OF Ratinc. By SYLVAIN 
Mayen, Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


Few subjects are so difficult as the law of rating, and few are of 
such universal interest. Local authorities are incessantly trying 
to enlarge the basis on which property can be rated, and 
consequently appeals to the courts are many. To a 

extent the law is judge-made. Fifty years ago it was pointed 
out by Lord Campbell that in applying the Parochial Assessment 
Act, 1836, to property (such as railways) which was never con- 
templated by the authors of the Act, the judges were really acting as 
legislators rather than expounding the law. And so it has gone on, 
and Parliament has never yet seen fit to interfere and pass an Act 
laying down some clear rules as to the principles of rating and dis- 
establishing the ridiculous ‘‘ hypothetical tenant.” Rating is, there- 
fore, just the subject which demands careful and elaborate treat- 
ment in any book written it, and upon which a reliable treatise 
is absolutely necessary. e labour involved in the preparation of 
such a book is great, for most of the matter has to be gathered from 
a mass of judicial decisions, often hard to reconcile with one another, 
and sometimes absolutely contradictory. The author of this book 
has expended such Jabour to good purpose, and has given the pro- 
fession a book of distinct value. He has most successfully reduced 
the subject to the form of a code, and in no book on this difficult 
subject is the Jaw stated with greater clearness and conciseness. The 
part on procedure will probably be found spe-ially acceptable. It is 
in this part that many of the other excellent books on the subject are 
somewhat weak. The want of forms is felt in the use of most of 
these books; but in Mr. Mayer’s book a large number of useful forms 
are given, and the value of the book is much increased thereby. 





Counsel. 


BARRISTER-AT-LAW: AN Essay ON THE LEGAL PosITION OF 
CoUNSEL IN ENGLAND. By JAMES ROBERT VERNAM MARCHANT, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 

This essay, which is dedicated to Lord Brampton, is a workmanlike 
and satisfactory collection of the different authorities which define 
the legal position of a barrister in England, some 100 enactments from 
St. Westm. 1 to the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, and some 500 cases, 
from Bankes v. Allen (Roll. Abr. 54) to Re Biss (1903, 2 Ch. 64) being 
cited. There is a chapter of six devoted to a description of 
‘certain offices which can only . filled by barristers,” and full 
information is given on the authority of counsel to compromise, the 
necessity of forensic costume in court, the powers of the four Inns of 
Court, the relations between counsel and solicitor, the extent of the 
rules that couusel can neither sue for fees nor be sued for negligence. 
There are good tables of statutes and cases, and a pretty fair index, 
from which, however, we miss the titles of ‘‘ Dock Defence,” 
‘* Etiquette,” * Opinion,” ‘* Secreoy,” and ‘* Standing Counsel,” and 
the derivation of ‘‘ barrister” is not given. It would have been well, 
too, if the author had favoured us with his own view of the correct 
solution of the point raised, but not decided, in Crampton and Holt v. 
Ridley (36 W. R. 554)—whether a barrister arbitrator can sue for his 
fees as arbitrator or not. 


Interpleader. 

Tue Pracrick oy INTERPLEADER BY SHERIFRS AND Hien BArnires, 
with Acrs, Rugs, AND Forms. By Danie. Warps, Barrister- 
at-Law. Swoonp Eprrion, Horace Cox. 

In siz» this is one of the smallest legal handbooks we have seen for 





INGLAND, THE ComMON LAW, AND THE INNK¥EPERS Acts, 1863 
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some time, but there is a considerable amount of useful and well- 
arranged matter in it. When the goods of one man are taken in 
execution for the debt of another, the first man, if he is wise, goes at 
once to his solicitor. That gentleman must then very likely act with 
the least possible delay, and this little book will tell him just what to 
do, in case he does not happen to be conversant with this branch of 
practice. 





Books Received. 


The Students’ Statute Law: being Specially Intended for the Use 
of Candidates at the Final and Honours Examinations of the Law 
Society. Fourth Edition. By ALBERT Gipson, ARTHUR WELDON, 
and H. Grsson Rivineton, M.A. The ‘‘ Law Notes” Publishing 
Offices. 


The Law Relating to Money-lenders and Unconscionable Bargains. 
By Patrick HastinGs, Barrister-at-Law, Butterworth & Co. 


The Law Magazine ani Review: A Quarterly Review of Juris- 
prudence. February, 1905. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


The Law Society’s April Meeting. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—As my name was more than once mentioned during the 
speeches at the recent meeting, you will perhaps allow me to say a 


wo 

But first kindly permit me to remark that the President spoke too 
indulgently in saying that my absence was due to ill-health, the simple 
fact being that from the hour I retired fromthe Council five years ago I 
have carried out my intention of wintering either in the Mediter- 
ranean or on our own south coast, only coming to London for special 
purposes. 

As to county courts, the committee over which I have the honour 
to preside are content for the moment to see which way the wind 
blows. Everybody knew, from the Council down to the humblest 
member of our craft, that the £100 extension was a tentative move- 
ment, and it is common knowledge that the Government contem- 
plated, and is still bent on, some comprehensive supplementary 
measure. I advise all my friends, old and rew, to be patient. 

As to the abolition of the April assembly, it is quite true that about 
a quarter of a century ago I moved the resolution establishing 
meetings in January and April. At that time—if I may presume to 
say so —I had a large following in the hall, and there was a consensus 
of opinion in favour of my motion. But (although I think I should 
have leant to my friend Mr. Gribble’s suggestion of an adjournment) 
the President hit the nail on the head when he said that the April 
meetings of recent years have not been appreciated, and had I been 
present I should have followed the chair in voting for their abolition. 

Francis K. Munron. 

De Vere House, Bexhill-on-Sea, Feb. 7. 

[We learn with pleasure that we may expect next week from our | 
esteemed correspondent some observations on the claim to the 
Fatherhood of Solicitors, which we recently ventured to submit.— 
Ep. S.J.) 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I observe that in your report of the special general meeting 
of the Law Society held on the 27th ult. you state that the motion 
for abolishing the April meeting was carried. The contrary is the 
fact. A proposal was made that the motion be “ withdrawn,” but as 
there were cries of ‘‘ Reject it,” the President stated that it would be 
his duty to put the motion, and it was put and forthwith rejected. 
Your reporter then adds that I remarked ‘‘Carried by a sufficient 
majority.” Thisis wrong. What I said was: ‘‘ Rejected, Mr. Presi- 
dent, by « sufficient majority,” to which he replied, ‘Yes, by a 
sufficient majority.” 

That same evening, after leaving the meeting, I wrote to a friend 
who was interested in the subject that this attempt to lessen the 
opportunities of discussing professional subjects ia the Law Society's 

ll had been defeated W. P. W. Puiiiumore. 

124, Chancery-lane, London, Feb. 8. 

(Oar reporter certainly understood the decision to be as he stated, 
but Mr. Phillimore’s letter seems to shew that he was mistaken. We 
will endeavour to ascertain how the decision is entered on the 
minutes.—Ep. 8...) 








The a anniversary festival of the Solicitors’ benevolent Associa- 
tion, will be held this year on Thursday, the 22nd of June, at the Savoy 
Hotel, when the chair will be taken by Mr. Sam Lircham, 





Points to be Noted. 
Conveyancing and Equity. 


Settlement —Wife’s Covenant to Settle Afcer-acquired Property. 
—Where in a marriage settlement the covenant for the settlement of 
after-acquired property by the wife refers in common form to all or 
any property to which during the intended coverture she ‘“‘ shall 
become entitled,” the prim4 facie meaning of the words ‘‘ become 
entitled ”’ is ‘‘ entitled in interest,” whether in possession or reversion ; 
and, although the context may be sufficient to warrant the construc- 
tion ‘‘ entitled in possession,” the two constructions are mutually 
exclusive of one another.—RE BLAND'’s SETTLEMENT, BLAND », 
PERKIN (1905, 1 Ch. 4), 


Lessor and Lessee.—Reversionary Lease.—A reversionary lease 
passes only an interesse termini. An interesse termini is not an estate, 
but a right to possession at a future time. The estate remains in the 
lessor until after entry under the lease when the date for its commence- 
ment has arrived. From these propositions of law it follows that the 
grant of a reversionary lease to a lessee, to commence from the 
determination of a lease under which he is already in possession, will 
not have the effect of enlarging the original lease. A sub-lease, 
therefore, of greater duration than the original lease, will operate as 
an assignment of that lease and will leave in the sub-lessee no reversion 
in respect of which to distrain for rent.—LEWIs v. BAKER, [1905] 
1 Ch. 46. 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
BOW v. HART. No.2. 23rd and 24th Jan. and 6th Feb. 


County Court—JvrispictTIonN—INFRINGEMENT OF TRADE-MArk—FRANcHISE 
—Insunction—Smatt Dents Act, 1846 (9 & 10 Vicr. c. 95), 8. 58— 
Counry Courts Acts, 1865 (28 & 29 Vict. c. 99), 8. 1; ann 1888 (51 & 52 
Vier. c. 43), s. 56—Parents, &c.. Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c, 57), ss. 62, 
69, 71, 72, 81, 90, 92, ; ann 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 59), s. 18. 


Appeal from a judgment of the Divisional Court (reported 53 W. R. 218; 
1904, 2 KX. B. 693), allowing an appeal from the County Court of Kent. 
The action was brought in the county court at Rochester for an injunction 
and for damages, £35, in respect of an alleged infringement by the 
defendant of the word ‘‘ Freedom,”’ registered by the plaintiff as a trade- 
mark for use in the sale of certain articles of food. The judge refused to 
make an order, on the ground that the defendant disputed the plaintiff's 
right to the trade-mark, and had given notice of his intention to apply to 
expunge it from the register—thus raising questions which he, the county 
court judge, held he had no jurisdiction to try. The Divisional Court 
(Lord Alverstone, C.J., and Kennedy, J.) allowed the pluaintiff’s appeal, 
holding that thete was jurisdiction under section 56 of the Vounty Courts 
Act, 1888 (none of the exceptions in which were applicable), to try the 
question of infringement, ant that if a defence was set up involving ques- 
tions of right and of registration with which the High Court alone was 
competent to deal—by reason of the special machinery provided by the 
Patents, &c., Acts of 1883 and 1888—an order ought to be made removing 
the action to the High Court so that effect might be given to that defence. 
They gave leave to appeal, and the defendant appealed. His contention 
was, first, that the right to a trade-mark was a franchise, so that the action 
came within one of the exceptions in section 56 of the County Courts 
Act, 1888; and, secondly, that the references to ‘‘the court’’ wherever 
occurring in connection with trade-marks in the Patents, &c., Act, 1883, 
were governed by section 117 of that Act, which defined ‘‘ the court’’ as 
meaning the High Court, and led to the conclusion that the action must 
be brought there, as did also the terms of section 18 of the Act of 1888 
having reference to certain certificates. 

Tue Covrt (Vavcuan Wiiitams, Romer, and Srreuinc, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal, the judgment being read by 

Vavcuan Wi.irams, L.J., who said the case was one of considerable 
difficulty. Their lordships agreed with the court below that a trade-mark 
was not a franchise, and therefore the action did not fall under the 
exceptions in section 56 of the County Courts Act, 1888. But even if 
the ‘‘court’’ referred to in the Patents, &c., Act, 1883, did not mean 
exclusively the High Court, yet it was necessary further to examine the 
County Courts Acts to see if they gave jurisdiction to the county court to 
try an action for infringement of a trade-mark. The words of section 56 
of the Act of 1888 were ‘‘all personal actions where the debt, demand, or 
damage is not more than £50,’’ and those of section 58 of the Small Debts 
Act, 1846, were, except as to the amount, practically the same. Prior to 
the Judicature Act, 1873, there was a difference between the common law 
and equity courts with respect to actions to enforce the right to trade- 
marks. In an action in the former, fraud was a necessary element, but in 
the latter relief could be given by injunction in respect of an improper, 
as distingushed from a fraudulent, use of the mark, The present action 
was based, not on fraud, but improper use, and the appropriate relief was 
such as, before the Judicature Acts, was only given in a court of equity. 
But in 1846 the county courts had no equitable jurisdiction, and section 1 
of the County Courts Equitable Jurisdiction Act, 1865, did not confer upon 
them authority to entertain an action for an injunction, It was argued 
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that as the Judicature Act, 1873 (section 24), had given to the High Court 
the powers exercised by the Court of Chancery, and as the county court 
could entertain a personal action up to £50, therefore the county court 

sed the jurisdiction now in question, but their lordships did not 
think the present eould be held to be a personal action within the meaning 
of the Small Debts Act of 1846, s. 58, and the County Courts Act, 1888, s. 56. 
The county court judge was therefore right, and the decision of the 
Divisional Court must be reversed.—Counsrt, Beddall and 8. R. Earle; 
Spokes. Soxtcrrors, Churchman § Wanser ; Carter § Bell. 

| Reported by R. Hii, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


ReNEWINN. ATIORNEY-GENERAL». COLDNAM. SMITH -. KERR. 
Farwell, J. 2nd Feb. 


Tae ScneME FoR DEALING WITH THE Proceeps or Sax or OLirrorp’s-INN 
AND NEw-INN. 


This was an application by the Honourable Society of the Inner Temple 
for leave to intervene in the proceedings for the settlement of a scheme for 
dealing with the proceeds of sale of Clifford’s-iun, the scheme also includ- 
ing the proceeds of sale of New-inn, and being brought in under an 
order of the court of December, 1902, which declared that the said respective 
proceeds of sale were charitable funds. ‘I'he first scheme formulated by 
the Attorney-General was for the establishment of a school of law ; but 
this fell through, and another scheme was now brought forward 
for the sanction of the court. ‘The Inner Temple claimed to intervene, 
on the ground that Clitford’s-inn had been practically affiliated 
to it for the purposes of legal education. A number of extracts 
were read from the records shewing that the Inner Temple had been in the 
habit of nominating three members to act as ‘‘ readers’ in Clifford’s-inn, 
the final selection of one being left to Clifford’s-inn. - Mr. Upjohn, K.C., 
after dealing with these extracts, submitted that in the circumstances the 
Inner Temple was entitled to appeal to the judicial discretion to be allowed 
to appeal in the proceedings affecting the proposed scheme. Mr. F. H. 
Colt, who followed on the same side, claimed that the Inner Temple was 
entitled not merely to appear, but to bring in a scheme of its own on the 
ground that it was entitled to the funds. Sir R. B. Finlay, A.G. (Mr. 
R. J. Parker with him), argued that the connection between the Inner 
Temple and Clifford’s-inn had ceased for many years, that the Inner 
Temple had taken no part in the previous litigation, and that in consequence 
they were not now entitled to be heard. 

Farwet1, J., in delivering judgment, said that the court had declared 

that the proceeds of the sale of New-inn and of Clifford's-inn should be 
devoted to charitable purposes under a scheme to be brought in by the 
Attorney-General. The Inner Temple had not been 2 party to the previous 
litigation. Mr. Upjohn now made an appeal to the judicial discretion to 
allow them to intervene in the proceedings for the settlement of a scheme. 
Mr. Colt went much further and asserted that the Inner Temple were the 
only people to be considered, and were entitled to bring in a scheme of their 
own for dealing with the proceeds of sale. It was not necessary to go into 
the history of the matter, for the extracts which had been read did not 
throw any doubt upon the previous judgments in the case of Smith v. Kerr. 
No doubt Clifford’s-inn had been in some way affiliated with the Inner 
Temple for the purposes of legal education. The Inner Temple submitted 
the names of readers for selection, a reader was chosen by the inn, who gave 
lectures, and moots were also held. That wenfon down to about the 
beginning of the nineteenth century. On this point Cozens-Hardy, J. 
had said (1900, 2 Ch., at p. 521): ‘*The readers thus appointed gave 
readings and took part in moots, more or less regularly, until about the 
middle of this century, since which date there has been no attempt at 
legul education at Clifford’s-inn.’’ So far as any duty was concerned of 
attending to legal education in Clifford’s-inn, the Inner Temple had done 
nothing for fifty or sixty years, though, of course, other means of educa- 
tion had been provided. Even before that their efforts were intermittent 
and there had been no effectual control. The result was that he found it 
impossible to say that the Inner Temple had any paramount right which 
would entitle them to administer the tunds as they thought fit. He was 
clear that the inn was not subject to the Inner Temple in any such way as 
to allow him to support the claims put forward by Mr. Colt. As to the appeal 
to his judicial discretion, it was the well-settled practice that the Attorney- 
General should bringinascheme, andhe was always ready to listen to sugges- 
tions. But the court hadsettheirfacesagainst allowing the funds to be wasted 
by giving liberty to other people to attend the proceedings. In his opinion 
the Inner Temple had no more right to appear than any other inn of court, 
and he did not think it would serve any useful purpose to allow them to 
appear. The application must be dismissed. 

Sir R, B, Finlay, A.@., then applied for the sanction of the court to a 
scheme for dealing with the charitable funds arising from the proceeds of 
sale of thetwo inns. He said; The original scheme was for the establish- 
ment of a school of law, but that came to an end owing the opposition of 
certain of the Inns of Court. I was therefore compelled to consider a fresh 
scheme, and the echeme which I now submit for the approval of the court is 
reallyaninterimone, It is epee that the income of the funds should be 
divided, and that one half should go the Law Society for the purpose of 
extending and improving the legal education for solicitors both in London 
and the provinces, and that the other half should go to the Council of Legal 
Education for the purpose of extending and improving the legal education 
of students for the bar, The Council of Legal Education is practically a 
committee appointed by the four Inns of Court, and, therefore, the eanction 
of those inns is required, I hope that sanction will not be refused, but if it is 
refused then I propose that that half of the income should be accumulated. 


The Law Society accept the scheme so far asitaffects them. Lincoln’s-inn 
is, I believe, favourable. The Middle Temple has accepted the scheme 
simpliciter, while the| Inner Temple and Gray’s-inn directed the matter to 
stand over in view of the application which has to-day been made by the 
for inn. 

Faxrwet., J.—The scheme seems to me to be the only pos:ible one for 
the moment. I sincerely trust that there will be no difficulties raised by 
the Inns of Court.— Times. 


Re WENBORN & SONS (LIM.), Buckley, J. 2ist Jan, 


Company—Votvuntary LiquipaTion—PenpbiInG AcTION—ADOPTION BY 
Liqvuipator—Costs Payasie Our or Assets. 


Summons. In February, 1904, the applicant, M. Charlier, sued the 
above company for damages for breach of contract for non-delivery of 
coals by the company. The company appeared, delivered its defence, and 
took other steps in the action. after postponements the case was fixed 
for trialin July. In the meantime, on the 17th of June, 1904, the com- 
pany passed a resolution to wind up voluntarily, and appointed the 
respondent its liquidator. On the 22nd of June, 1904, the solicitors of the 
applicant wrote to the solicitors of the liquidator asking whether the 
liquidator would admit the claim of the applicant in the action for the 
amount claimed, or any smaller sum, or whether he disputed the whole 
claim. The solicitor of the liquidator replied that the liquidator could not 
admit the claim. The action proceeded ito trial, with the result that in 
August, 1904, judgment was given for the plaintiff with costs. These costs 
were taxed at an amount which, after a deduction for certain costs of the 
liquidator, came to £543 lls. The company not being solvent, the 
applicant took out this summons against the liquidator for an order 
that he should pay this sum to the applicant out of the assets of the com- 
pany instead of adding them to the debt for which he had to prove in the 
winding up. : 

Bucxiey, J —The cases are not, perhaps, easily reconcileable, but the 
principle which underlies them is that where there is a winding up of a 
company—whether the liquidation be compulsory or voluntary— all claims 
of creditors ought primé facie to be dealt with in the winding up in accord- 
ance with the rules applicable to the distribution of assets, and that the 
costs ought to be dealt with there; but thatif an action is pending to which 
the company is a party, then if the company which is in liquidation by 
its liquidator determines to prosecute or defend the proceedings for the 
estate, the estate must be treated as the party litigant, and must in case 
of failure bear the costs—that is, the other creditors for whose benefit the 
estate is defended must pay the costs. In the present case the effect of 
the correspondence was that the liquidator had adopted the defence in the 
action, and elected that it should go on. He ought to have applied to 
have the action stayed, when the judge might have let it go on on the terms 
that the plaintiff 1f he succeeded should add his costs to the amount he 
recovered. ‘Lhe liquidator having adopted the defence, the costs must be 
paid out of the assets. The liquidator was not bound to go to the court 
for leave to defend. In Re Thurso New Gas Co. (38 W.R.156, 42 Ch. D. 
486) the action was for debt and not for damages, and also there was no 
request to the hquidator to admit the claim. This case fell within 
Boynton v. Boynton (27 W. R. 825, 4A. C. 733) and Re London Drapery Stores 
(47 W. R.118; 1898, 2Ch.684). Order as asked.—Covnssi, B. Todd ; Hon. 
J. W. Mansfield. Souicrrors, Church, Rendell, § Co. ; Goodacre, Harrison, § 


Darreil. 
‘Reported by Nevitte Tessvurt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


MARSHALL v. JAMES. Joyce, J. 11th Jan. and 4th Feb. 


Practice—J tupoment Creprror—GaARNIsHEE Onper Anso_ttrs—Monry Parp 
Unper It—Serrine Astpk Ornper,. 


Motion to discharge a garnishee order. James recovered judgment 
against Marshall. Upon an allegation, cg taped affidavit, that Cullen 
and Teetgen & Co. owed debts to Marshall, the us ishee order nisi 
was made upon the application of James and served on the debtors. In due 
course it was made absolute and served on Cullen’s solicitor, Teetgen & 
Co. having been served with the order #ist and not having appeared. By 
the order it was ordered that Cullendo pay to James the sum of £153 9s. 
owed by Cullen to Marshall, and that Teetgen do pay to James the sum of 
£21 8s. 4d. owed by Teetgen & Co. to Marshall. When Witham, the 
present applicant, discovered this, he applied to set aside the garnishee 
order upon the ground that at the date named no debts were due to 
Marshall, but that they were due to the firm of Marshal! & Co., in which 
he was a partner. It appeared that the debts were really contracted with 
the firm and so were not payable to Marshall alone. Cullen had not paid 
anything under the order, but Teetgen & Co. had paid £21 8s. 4d. to James 
and had filed no evidence as to mistake. Witham moved to set aside the 
garnishee order, and that any moneys paid thereunder by the 
be repaid to them or to himself on behalf of Marshall & Co. For the 
applicant it was argued that the court had an inherent jurisdiction to set 
aside an order which it had been induced to make by fraud or by the 
suppression of material facts, and that a garnishee order could be set aside 
even though it had been made absolute : Moore v. Peachey (66 L. T. 198). 
Joyer, J., said that on the authority of Moore v. Peachey and upon general 
principles he had come to the conclusion that he must do what he could to 
remedy the injustice done by the garnishee order, There was no particular 
sanctity about a garnishee order although it might have been made 
absolute and was so termed, He thought that the order as to Cullen, who 
in his opinion had good reason for believing that Marshall had no partner 
and had not paid avything, must be set , but with no order as to costs. 
As to Teetgen & Co., who had paid £21 838. 4d. to James, the evidence 
was not quite complete, If they had made no mistake he could not 
them; but if it were proved that they had made a mistake, like the 
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in Moore v. Peachey, he should be disposed to help them. He thought that 
James was innocent and would give no costs against him. He therefore 
discharged the order as against Uullen, and by conseut discharged it also 
as against Teetgen & Co., James having undertak-n fo pay to Witham half 
the sum of £21 8s. 4d. which he had reve.ved from Teetgen & Co. The 
learned judge entirely dissented from the notion that a garnishee order 
could not be set aside.—Counset, A. Lincoln Reed; R. Nevill, Soxtcrrors, 
Hyman leaacs § Lewis; Malkin § Co. 

« {Reported by R. Faanxuis Stvusstne, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
BAYLEY v. COOKE. Div. Court. ist Feb. 


ADULTERATION—ANALYst’s Certiricate, Errictency or—Sate or Foop 
anp Drves Acts, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 63), s. 6; 1899 (62 & 63 Vict. 
c. 51), s. 4—Sate or Mitk Recuratioys, 1901, 1. 

Case stated by a court of summary jurisdiction held at Winchester. A 
summons under section 6 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, was 
taken out by the appellant charging the respondent in that on the 17th of 
May, 1904, he sold to the appellant as new milk that which was not of the 
nature, substance, and quality of the milk demanded, being deficient in 
milk fat. The justices refused to convict on the ground that they were 
bound by the decision in Fortune v. Hanson (1896, 1 Q. B. 202), which laid 
down the principle that the certificate of the analyst required by the 
statute must set out on its face the standard upon which the analyst has 
based his calculations. Since the aforesaid case was decided, the standard 
of milk fat has been fixed at 3 per cent, vide Sale of Milk Regulations, 
1901, 1, made under section 4 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899. 
The material res set out in the certificate were: Milk fat, 1°4 per cent., 
deficiency in milk fat, 53°4 per cent. The justices held the certificate to 
be insufficient in not stating the percentage of milk fat required, viz., 3 
percent. The respondent did not appear. Counsel for the appellant 
urged that the certificate was good, seeing that by a simple calculation 
the standard could have been ascertained trom the actual tigures on the 
certificate. Moreover, it ismow uanecessary to state the standard seeing 
that it has been fixed by the Sale of Milk Regulations incorporated into 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899. 

Tare Cover (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Kennepy and Rivrey, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Atverstonr, C.J.—I wish it to be understood that as far as I am 
concerned I do not wish it to be thought that the provisions of the Act of 
1899 have made it any the less necessary to indicate on the face of the 
certificate what is the amount, nature, or character of the adulteration, or 
that it in any way lessens the obligation of the analyst to describe what he 
is bound to describe under section 18 of the Act of 1875. Ido not want to 
be understood to decide that the certificate is good because of any reference 
that may be made to the regulations made under the Act of 1899. For 
example, if only 1*4 per cent. of milk fat appeared in the certificate, I 
doubt whether that would be a good certificate. You are bound to shew 
you are comparing it with some standard. This certificate shews the per- 
centage of milk fat and the deficiency in milk fat. A calculation would 
shew that the proper proportion of milk fat should be 3 percent. The 
standard could be gleaned from the face of the certificate itself. ‘The 
appeal must be allowed. 

Kuxsxepy and Riviey, JJ., concurred.—Counsen, C. A. Russell, K.C., 
aad Brodrick. Souiwcrroxns, Robbins, Billing, & Co., tor H. Barber, Win- 
chester. 

[Reported by Mavuice N. Devcyver, Ex,., Barrister-at-Law 


WILSON +. JUSTICES OF CREWE. Div. Court. Ist Feb. 


Lacexsise Acts —J vertices, Jvuispicrion oy —Licence, Wuat Amounts to— 
Avenover Act, 1828 (9 Geo. 4, c. 61), 88. 4 anv 14. 


Special case stated by the court of quarter sessions for the County of 
Cheshire. The Earl of Chester’s Own Inn was a fully-licensed public- 
house in the occupation of one Darbyshire, who became bankrupt in the 
eariy part of 1904. The respondent Wilson obtained a transfer of the 
licence on to the court of quarter sessions on the terms that he 
should only hold it for the purpose of transferring to some more suitable 
person, the —— not being deemed a fit and proper person to hold 
the licence. To insure the fulfilment of this condition, the order of the 
court was nt direct to the clerk of the justices of Crewe, with the con- 
sequence that the respondent could not take out a licence to sell exciseable 
liquors. In fact the house was closed from February to October, The 

eat had the key of the inn, had put turniture into it, given 
directions t have it painted, made arrangements for benefit 
societies to hold their meetings in it, and in fact did every- 
thing to shew his intention to maintain the character of the 
premises as an inn. On the 24th of June the respondent 
applied to the licensing justices of Crewe sitting as a special 
sextivm for « transier of the licence to one Spencer. The justices 
refused, on the ground that there was no jurisdiction under section 4 of the 
Alehouse Act, 1424, for the transfer must be from a person who 
“ therciAore kept” the inn, whereas the respondent had not kept the inn, 
Which had been closed for nine months, and in respect to which there was 
no ieee actually taken out. The respondent again appealed to the 
court A quarter seevions, which allowed the appeal subject to the case 
tated for tie opinion of the court, 

Tus Cover Lord Aivrumonn, CJ., and Keanvor md Runuy, JJ.) 

j the appeal, holding that the non-sale of cxciseable liquors in a 
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the place is not being kept as aninn so as to deprive the licensing justices of 
the jurisdiction given to them under section 4. The question is one of 
fact. In any case the application would hive been good under section 
14, which merely tells the justices the cas-s iu which they can act under 
section 4, , 

Lord Atverstong, C.J., said in the course of his judgment: Queen y, 
Cotham (1898, 1 Q. B. 802), it has been argued, lays down the principle 
that if a house has not been kept as an inn at the time of the application, 
the house was not one in respect to which a transfer could be made. Now, 
both sections 4 and 14 must be regarded, for section 14 deals with special 
cases arising out of the general case dealt with in section 4. I should think 
that as regards jurisdiction under both sections it would be difficult to 
contend that the uon-sale of exciseable liquor for a limited period of time was 
a bar to the juri-diction. As far back as 1883 in Queen v. Justices of Liver. 
pool (1883, 11 Q. B. D. 638) it was held that a person applying in respect 
to a house where there had been no sale for a considerable time was 
entitled to apply. Taat decision has been followed in Symons v. Wedmore 
(1894,1Q. B. 401) and Baldwin v. Justices of Dover (1892, 2 Q.B. 421). It seems 
to me non-sale of exciseable liquors is not conclusive, it is a question of fact, 
The respondent, as far as he did anything, used the plac: as an inn and 
wasapplying for a licence, and the court of quarter sessions by granting 
him a licence on terms shewed the premises were going to be renewed ag 
an inn. I cannot help thinking that Wills aud Kennedy, JJ., were spraking 
of questions of fact in Cotham’s case, and that they never intended to lay 
dowu any principle of law. Counsel for the appellant has said that, con- 
sidering the terms upon which the licence was granted, the respondent was 
nota person who could transfer. I donot agree. But even assuming this 
could not be treated as an application under section 4, we should be 
entitled to treat it as an application on behalf of Spencer under section 14. 
I have decided this on a question of fact, and I do not consider it contravenes 
anything which has been laid down as a principle of law in the cases 
referred to. This appeal must be dismissed. 


Kennepy, J.—I agree. I should just add that the words ‘‘ in the cases 
and in the manner and for the times h-reinafter directed ’’ in section 4 refer 
to section 14 of the Act, 

Ripiey, J., coacurred.—Counset, Lowe, K.C., and Ellis Griffiths; 
Marshall, K.C., and Trevor Lloyds. Soxscrrors, Taylor, Hoare, § Co., for 
Fletcher, Crewe; E. W. § Bruce Beal, for C. E. Speakman, Crewe. 


{Reported by Maurice N. Daucguer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


CRICK v. NICHOLLS. Div. Court. 1st Feb. 
Weicuts anp Measures Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 21)—Wetcuts 
DeaLers—Bye-Laws. 

Case stated by a petty sessional court at Andover. A summons was 
taken out by the appellant, an inspector, against the respondent, a coal 
dealer, for infringement of a bye-law made by the County Council of Somerset 
under the Weights and Measures Act, 1889, which was duly approved by 
the Board of Trade, to the effect that any person offering coal for sale 
from a cart sbould carry correct scales and weights amounting to 2 cwt. 
On the 22nd of April, 1904, the respondent was offering coal for sale in 
sacks of 1 cwt. and 4 cwt., and had on the cart correct scales Lut only a 
weight of 4 cwt. ‘The justices held there was a due compliance with the 
bye-law and refused to convict. The respondent did not appear. 


Tue Covrr (Lord Atvexstony, C.J., and Kennepy and Ripuey, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal and sent the case back for conviction. 

Lord Atvenrstonz, C J.—I think the point is one to which we ought 
to give effect. It is not contended that the 1 cwt. bags could have been 
weighed in two operations, or, what is more feasible, first | cwt. weighed 
and then the coal used as a } cwt. weight. But I think there should be 
weights to enable the inspector to weigh the bags. ‘The magistrates have 
decided that the bye-law has been complied with, and being a decision 
on the merits of the case it ought to go back for conviction. 

Kennepvy and+Ripiey, JJ., concurred.—Counser, C. A. §. Garland. 
Soxicrrons, Leslie Field, Brownjohn, & Co, 
Reportei by Mavaice N. Davequen, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


BOYCE v. WHITE. Div. Court. 3rd Feb, 


Municrvat Convonation Evection—Exxcrion ov Disquativiny CANpIDATE— 
Norice ov Disavativication—Rigur or Unsuccessyun Oanpipare to 
Take tue Vacarev Svat—Mvniciva, Corvonations Act, 1882, 


This was a special case stated by Jelf, J., in a Scarborough municipal 
election petition. The defendant was disqualified under Schedule IIL, 
part 2, r. 6, in that his requisite written consent for the nomination was 
not obtained, he being out of the United Kingdom. The petitioner claimed 
to take the seat thus vacated. Counsel urged that this case was distin- 
guished from Hobbs v. Morey (1004, 1 K. B. 74), because the ru'e 
declared the nomination to be void—i,e., void ab initio. In Brown vy. Benn 
(53 J. P. 167) Haddleston, B., seated the other candidate when the 
nomination was voided under the same rule, 

Tuy Covur (Kennepy and Jexv, JJ.) dismissed the appeal, 


Kunsevy, J,—In that case notice of the disqualification was given and 
that votes given to the respondent would be thrown away. We are botli 
clearly of the opinion that this case cannot be distinguished from Jubbs v. 
Morey. We can only declare the election invalid. We cannot seat the 
petitioner, ‘There will be costs for the appellant down to the hearing of 
the summons in chambers. Leave granted to appeal.—Oounnu,, Corrie 
Grant; Willoughby Willams, Sorvrcrrous, Radford §& Frankland ; Jaques § 
Jayues inotrugting counsel re costs, 
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R. v. SMITH. C.C.R. 28th Jan. 


Ornanat Law—Evivence—Fatse Prerences—ApwisstpiLiry—Paoor or 
Svunszquent OFFENCE. 


This was a case stated by the Recorder of Brighton. The following are 
the facts of the case: The prisoner was indicted (inter alia) for having on 
the 14th and 17th of October, 1904, obtained certain office furniture from 
the prosecutor, Cooper—namely, by the false pretence that the defendant 
came from the Mercantile Syndicate (Limited), of Coventry House, 
London, and that the syndicate were opening a house in Brighton, and 
that the goods were for the Mercantile Syndicate, and that he was the 
agent of the syndicate. The defence was that the prisoner was endeavour- 
ing to trade as the Brighton Tradesmen’s Mercantile Society, or as the 
Mercantile Syndicate of Brighton. Evidence in support of the charge 
having been given by the two sons of the prosecutor, the prosecution 
called another witness, Charles Waiker, salesman toa furnishing draper, 
who gave evidence that the prisoner had on the 28th of October similarly 
represented to him that he was the agent of the Mercantile Syndicate, and 
that he had obtained goods on similar representations. ‘This evidence 
was objected to by the defence, but the recorder d-cided to admit the 
evidence on the ground that the subsequent transaction was almost 
identical with that alleged in the indictment, and that there was a sufficient 
nerus or connection between the transaction mentioned in Walker’s 
evidence and the offence charged in the indictment to justify the admis- 
sion of the evidence. The question for the opinion of the court was 
whether the evidence of Walker was properly admitted or not. On behalf 
of the prisoner it was contended that this was evidence of a subsequent 
offence, and therefore could not be admitted as against the defendant. 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstonr, C.J., and Kennepy, Ripiry, CHANNELL, 
and Pariurmore, JJ.) affirmed the conviction. ; 

Lord ALverstone, C.J.—I have no doubt the evidence in this case was 
admissible. The evidence here shews distinctly that this was part of a 
system by which the prisoner was seeking to get his furniture by using 
the name of the Mercantile Syndicate. As my brother Channell pointed 
out, the subsequent transaction was almost conclusive of his guilt, and it 
is therefore difficult to see why it should not be admitted.—Covunse, 
Humphreys; J. E. Raven, Sourcrrors, Hobbs § Young ; Marse § Thompson. 


| Reported by ALAN Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


R. v, CLARKE. C.C.R. 28th Jan. 


CrimmsaL LAaw—Evipence—Caarce or EMBEezzLEMENT—EVIDENCE OF 
Conversion or Goops 1nto CasH. 


This was a case stated by the deputy-chairman of the West Riding 
Quarter Sessions. The following are the facts of the case: The defendant 
was indicted for having embezzled the sum of £545 0s. 3d. between the 21st of 
April and the 21st of June, 1904, he being, at the time, the servant of the 
Humber Tea Co. The prisoner was the branch manager of the company. 
It was their practice to invoice stock to him at sale prices, and to hoid 
stocktakings at uncertain intervals. At one held on the 3rd of May it 
was found there was a deficiency against the Fe eng of £19 7s. 8jd., 
presuming that the goods sent out by the firm had come into the prisoner's 
hands ; as to this, it wae proved that the invoices relating to the goods were 
found in the shop, that only three had been signed by the prisoner, and 
that as regards the others he had not objected to them in any way. 
Counsel for the prisoner proposed to ask the principal witness for the 
prosecution whether the deficiency was in money or goods, but the deputy- 
chairman refused to allow the question to be put. @No effective cash check 
system was adopted, and there was no evidence that the prisoner had 
intercepted any money, or that there was any deficiency in his account of 
cash receipts. Counsel for the prisoner requested the deputy-chairman to 
withdraw the case from the jury on the ground that there was no evidence 
as to whether the deficiency (if any) was in cash. The deputy-chairman 
refused to withdraw the case. In his direction to the jury he told them 
that they must be satistied that the goods had been received by the 
prisoner and had been converted into cash, and that he had frandulently 
retained the amount. The prisoner was found guilty and sentenced to six 
months’ hard labour. The question for the opinion of the court was, was 
the deputy-chairman right in refusing the above evidence, and whether 
the prisoner was lawfully convicted. On behalf of the prisoner it was 
contended the evidence was wrongly rejected. The jury were not entitled 
to ‘guess’? whether the deficiency was in goods or money. For the 
prosecution it was contended that there was evidence from which the 
ee could draw the conclusion that the goods were converted into 
cash, 

Tur Covrr (Lord Auverstonn, OJ., and Kennepy, Rroisy, Cuannstu, 
and Puitumore, JJ.) quashed the conviction. 

Lord Atvexsronn, O.J.— This evidence was pags g Ape ser op It was 
open to the prisoner to shew that the deficiency was in stock and not in 


money, Further, there was no evidence of any stock being converted into 
cash. Upon both grounds, therefore, the conviction is bad.—-Cor NSaL, 
Waddy; Leonard. Souwrrons, Knowles, for Rideall, Sheffleld; Huése, 


Trustram, § Co., for BE. Wilson, Shetlield. 
{| Reported by Auaw Hooa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, | 


MILE END GUARDIANS v, SIMS, Div. Court, 2nd Feb, 

Poor Law—Ovencrownrng Agreement to Reenive Paurenrs Brooneiwe 
TO Anornen Unton—Revusan ny Pavrsn vo ne Ties Transeernen— 
ALLvaxp  Misnnnavioun Poor Reimer Act, 1815 (55 Gao, 3, ¢. 197), 
8, 0, 

Case stated by i metropolitan magistrate aitting at the Thames police- 
court on an information charging the respondent Sims for that he, being 

*® person maintained in a public workhouse, had been guilty of mis- 








behaviour under the Poor Relief Act, 1815. The 

the respondent subject to the present case. Under powers given by 

l4of 12 & 13 Vict. c. 103, as amended by section 22 of 39 & 40 Vict. c. 61, an 
arrangement was entered into between the Mile End Guardians and 
the Guardians of Kensington, whereby the latter agreed to receive into 
their workhouse paupers sent them by the Mile End Guardians in case of 
the overcrowding cf the workhouse or the prevalence or apprehension of 
any epidemic. On the 3lst of August last, Sims, a pauper, was admitted 
to the Mile End workhouse, and on the following day he was directed to 
go to the Kensington Guardians’ workhouse at Notting-hill, the Mile End 
workhouse being then full, and at the same time an order for admission 
was handed to him to take with him. While on the way to the Notting- 
hill workhouse he told the official who had been sent with him that he 
would not go to the Kensington Union, but would go to Blackheath, 
and he left the official in the street, presumably to carry out his intention. 
Some three or four days later he again presented himself at the appellants’ 
union, and was given into custody and charged under section 5 or the Poor 
Relief Act, 1815. That section provides that if any pauper refuses to work oris 
guilty of drunkenness or other misbehaviour he shall be liable on conviction 
to be sent to prison with hard labour. The magistrate held that the pauper’s 
conduct was not misbehaviour within the meaning of the section, as the mis- 
behaviour must be ¢jusdem generis with drunkenness, and that disorderly, 
violent, or offensive conduct was meant, especially as provision was made in 
case of disobedience by art. 127 of the General Consolidated Order of the 24th 
of July, 1847, which enacts that any pauper who, being an inmate of a 
workhouse, shall wilfully disobey any Jawiul order of any officer of the 
workhouse shall be deemed disorderly. Under art. 129 the master might 
punish disorderly panpers by restrictions as to diet. For the appellants it 
was submitted that it was the duty of the pauper to go to the union at 
Notting-hill, and that as he had disobeyed that order he was guilty of 
misbehaviour. No one appeared for the respondent. 

Tue Covxrr affirmed the decision of the magistrate and dismissed the 
appeal, 

Lord Atverstonr, C J., in giving judgment, said they were asked to 
apply a section of the criminal law passed at a time when matters were 
different from what they were now, and when there was no idea of 
removing paupers from one union to another. He was not prepared to 
put on the section the wide construction for which counsel had contended. 
> was also to be remembered that there was another remedy referred to in 
the case. 

Kennepy and Rivtey, JJ., concurred.—CovnssL, R. Cunningham Glen. 
Souicrror, C. V. Whitgrave. 

[Reported by Easkixe Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


POPLAR GUARDIANS v. MARTIN. Div. Court. 2nd Feb. 


Poor Law—Pavrer Rervsine to Marstary Hrwsecr—Rervsat to Work 

at Lanovr Corony—Vaerancy Act, 1824 (5 Gro, 4, c. 83), 5. 3. 

Case stated by a metropolitan police magistrate on an information laid 
by the appellants against the respondent for that he, being a person able 
wholly or in part to maintain himself by work or other means, did wilfully 
refuse or neglect so to do, whereby he became le to the Poplar 
Union. In April last, Martin, who had been admitted to the Poplar 
workhouse, was taken to the Salvation Army Labour Colony in Essex, an 
agreement having been come to with those in charge of the colony to find 
work tor able-bodied paupers, who were to be provided with food and lodging 
and sixpence per week pellet aaeaey to begin with, and afterwards to be put 
on work at 4$d. an hour, at which some men, it was said, could earn as 
much as 30s. a week. Before being admitted every person was asked to 
sign a paper whereby he undertook, among other things, while a member 
of the colony, to abstain from all intoxicating liquor, to urge others to do 
the same, and to attend church on Sunday. Martin refused to sign the 
paper, and said that the payment offered was not sufficient. He was there- 
fore sent back to the Poplar Union and charged under section 3 of © Geo. 
4, c. 83, as being within the meaning of the section ‘an idle and dis- 
orderly person.” The magistrate was of opinion that Martin was justified 
in refusing to sign the paper, and diamisen the summons. On bebalf of 
the union it was contended that the conditions of work offered at the colony 
were not unreasonable, and that the magistrate should have convicted the 
respondent, as by his refusal to accept the work offered he had thrown 
himself on the rates. The respondent Martin was not represented. | 

Lord A.vexstonr, C.J., said the point raised was one of considerable 
importance and he should have hesitated a | time before coming to the 
conclusion that a man offered the terms all to without restriction, had 
not wilfully refused work. The conditions, however, which Martin 
declined to sign, while admirable in themselves, had really no relation to 
the work at all. For this reason he thought that the decision of the 

istrate should be sustained. 

Kennevy and Riotey, JJ., concurred, and the was accordingly 

dismissed. —Covunssi, R. F. Colam, Soxrcrrons, C. 1. Young ¢ See. 
[Reported by Easxive Rerp, Bsg., Barrister-at-Law, 


SCOTT & CO, v. SOLOMON. Div. Court, 25th Jan. 
Incanp Revanun—Dnauine Iy on Suuurne Prare—Intaxw Reverve Act, 
1867 (30 & 31 Vier, c, 90), ss. 1, 3 

This was a case stated, and raised a question wader section 3 of the 
Inland Revenue Act, 1867, It appeared trom the case that the appellants 
were changed with having dealt in plate without a proper licence within 
the meaning of seotions | and 3 of the Inland Revenue Act, 1867, Section | 
of the Act provides that every person who deals in or sells articles composed 
whol bat ig het and silver shall take out a licence ; and section 3 
provides that every person doing any act or on trade or 
selling any article or carrying on any 


trade or business for whic 
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is required by the Act without having in force a proper licence shall for owe yee ld, 
pe noha forfeit the sum of £50. The appellants carried on business Law S ocieties Masters, 5° 
as tea merchants, and gave away coupons with the gory of tea wo gh » ey, Ge 
them, and these coupons entitled the customers who purchase e o-8 : 5 ioe ’ 
largest quantity of tn, as evidenced by the coupons sent in by them, to Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. Moore, ra 
various articles, which in the present case took the form of watches.| The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association [ MOPT 2, 
These watches were admittediy within the meaning of the sections referred | was held at the Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 8th inst. Mp, cag 
to. The magistrates convicted the appellants, and fined them 40s. For | Henry A. Peake (Sleaford) in the chair. The other directors present being Neale, be 
the appellants it was contended that this was not a case of trading in or | Sir George Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. Alfred Davenport, ‘I. Musgray jp °C)” 
selling plate. It might be within the mischief aimed at by the Lottery | Francis (Cambridge), W. H. Gray, J. Roger B. Gregory, H. E. Gribble Pattiseon, . 
Acts, but that question was not raised here. Counsel cited Grainger v. Gough | L. W. North Hickley, W. G. King, C. G. May, R. S. Taylor, Maurice 4’ a ve 
(44 W. BR. 561; 1896, A. C. 325), Harris v. Amery (35 L. J. C. P. 89), and | Tweedie, and J.T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £265 was distributed in send. 
Killick We Graham (44 Ww. 4 669 ; 1896, 2 Q. B. 196). On behalf of the grants of relief, sixteen new members were admitted to the assiciation, or 
Crown it was contended that the facts clearly pointed to both a sale and a | and other general business transacted. om Cha: 
t-ading. ’ 
Tae Coens (Lord Atverstonz, ©0.J., and Kennepy and Ruvtey, JJ.) Priestwoo: 
Teed’ Acvactees, C.J.—I think the evid hews here that th ’ rm, Jee 
r LversTonE, C.J.—I think the evidence shews here tha e J 7 
buying of the tea with the coupons and the giving of the watches is all Law Students Journal. a ear) 
oue transaction. It is, of course, absurd to suggest that full value is The 1 Soci (Cam f 
given with the tea and that nothing is charged for the coupons. The e€ Law society. —. 
coupons having been made out, the customers become entitled to certain INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION Ro! t i 
articles, and, among other things, watches. That seems to me, when ‘ : is. Sargen' W 
i looked at in its real essence, a trading in watches, payment for which is| The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were Savery, C 
; made in instalments when the coupons are purchased with the tea. That | successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 15th of January, poke ty 
a seems to me to be trading within the meaning of Lord Davey’s definition | 1905: ss 7 
in Grainger v. Gough. There might have been something in the argument . First Crass. _ Helms, Paul Victor, B.A. (Oxon.) Se nb.) 
that this was a lottery if the magistrates had come to the conclusion that | Challinor, William Francis, B.A. Hooton, Walter (Cam 8 
the giving of the watches was distinct from the giving of the coupons.| (Camb.) Howells, Thomas Vincent ate, 
Counset, Danckwerts, K.C., and Atkin; Sir R. Finlay, A.G., and Rowlatt, | Cox, Tarrant Doran ; Kingsford, Gerald Montague Shephere, 
So.icrrors, Chester § Co., for Holte, Risque ¢ Robson, Manchester ; Solicitor | Garrett, Herbert Gascoigne, B.A. Lauriston, Alexander Simmons, 
to Inland Revenue. " song aan gy mernets wag 
; : ; unson, Henry cCanna, Joseph ’ 
PSs Aap nets ihn RR ae Hayward, Wilfrid Thomas McCully, Alexander William 
I ‘ Macdonald, Hugh Murray, Austen Scott, B.A. (Camb, 
ROPNER & CO. v. STOATE, HOSEGOOD, & CO. Com. Court. 3rd Feb. Montagu, Richard Headley Sena eerledaond.§4. teal 
. Demvrrace—Cvstom or Port or Discnarce—Triez ALLowgp ror Dis- | Smedley, Hugh Lionel Osborne, Gerald At the 
CHARGE— REASONABLENESS — VALIDITY. Watts, Leslie Norman ' Owen,Gerald Campbell, B.A. (Camb.) the teach 
The plaintiffs (cwners) sued the defendants (indorsees of a bill of lading) | Zeffertt, Ernest Louis Davis, B.A. Pawson, John Cameron instant) 
for two days’ demurrage and detention of a vessel at Avonmouth Dock,| (Oxon ) Prior, Arthur Venn, B.A. (Camb.) will cing 
be Bristol. e bill of lading incorporated the terms of the charter-party ____ PASSED. Richmond, Thomas Herbert be contri 
' {the Uniform River Plate Charter), which provided: ‘“‘The steamship | Ackerley, Samuel Robins, Herbert William Henry the ’cello 
i Mountley should proceed to . . . and discharge at aeafe port in the | Ashcroft, William, B.A. (Camb.) Salusbury, John Thelwall, B.A, His Exc 
United Kingdom . . . and deliver the cargo in accordance with the | Boroughs, Ernest Artnur Clifford = (Camb.) Macdone 
custom of the port for steamers. . . . The time for discharging at | Druitt, Robert Everard Sims, John lake, K. 
j destination shall be according to the custom of the port for steamers at | Drummond, Allan Stanier, James (iordon Rowlatt, 
port of diecharge, demurrage, if incurred, to be paid by consignees at rate | Eggar, Thomas Macdonald, B.A, Styring, Cyril lawyers | 
' of 4d. sterling per gross register ton per day.’’ The discharge took (Oxon.) Symes, Charles William 
i eight days. The cargo was a River Plate grain cargo. Grain cargoes are | Glasson, William Bruce Taylor, Robert 
discharged at Bristol by a joint operation of the shipowner and consignee. | Hasler, Henry William Morley Whiteway, Alban Robert 
H Evidence was called as to an alleged custom at the port of Bristol to the FINAL EXAMINATION 
; effect that the consignee cannot be compelled to take River Plate grain e hiss ‘ f ‘ 
cargoes at a greater rate than about 500 tons per day; also, that the The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were Ate: 
H alleged custom had been in dispute for years. Since the alleged custom | successful at the Final Examination held on the 16th and 17th of January, om sun 
' arose circumstances bad altered—viz., increased size of vessels and greater | 1905: Practice 
{ facilities for discharge ; further, that discharges often, in fact, exceeded | Akeroyd, Arthur Charles Forbes, Albert Edward Pollock 
; 500 tons per day. For the plaintiffs it was contended that no such | Armstrong, John Frape, Reginald David, LL.B. report fi 
' custom existed ; that sucz a custom had always been a matter of dispute. | Bateson, Vivian Blanshard (Lond.) .B 
‘The custom was inapplicable to the state of things at present existing at | Batt, William Elliott Freeman, Godfrey John Tilleard of land 
i Bristol. Further, the alleged custom was uncertain, not universal, and | Battersby, Nathaniel Furness, William and oth 
: unreasonable, and therefore invalid. If there was no custom the time | Bennett, Reginald Thomas Phillips Gale, Lionel Ernest Bradley this lis 
taken in discharging was unreasonable. For the defendants it was con- | Bennetts, Barzillai Beckerley Gateley, Ernest Alfred being e1 
tended that there was such an established custom at Bristol, and that the | Bird, Ernest Roy Gilbert, Lionel Alfred the per: 
fact that circumstances had altered since the custom arose did not affect | Birts, Cecil John Thomas Gill, William Briggs another 
the question, as it was always possible to contract out of the custom. Blakelock, Theodore Lindsay Salts, Glover, John Robert became 
Cuaxnxex1, J., held that the charter-party must be read as if it said B A, (Camb.) Gough, Charles Ogle gaging 
“Custom, if any, at the port of discharge”’ ; that tosupport acustom there | Bliss, Henry Norman Graham, Henry John the reg 
| must be a “settled and established practice’’: per Lord Blackburn in| Borrer, Arthur Cary Hampton Hanna, William, LL 1. (Lond), and ens 
: Postlethwaite v. Freeland (5 App. Cas. 616). Where a custom relates | Briant, Herbert Ralph Hardy, George Wrangham By the 
directly to the obligations of parties under certain circumstances, it must, | Brighouse, Samuel Haseldine, Thomas Percy immun 
' in order to be valid as a custom and to be binding on parties who do not | Bull, Henry Hill Herbert, Ronald Young, M.A. dealing 
! know of the existence of the custom as a fact, be reasonable: see Sea| Burnie, Sidney Johnstone (Oxon. ) registe 
Steomship Co. +. Price, Walker, & Co. (8 Com. Cas. 292), The alleged | Butlin, Ernest Thomas Hicks, Harold Coldstream or wilt 
custom probably had its origin in agreements between shipowners and | Castello, Leon Benham Hill, William Charles accord 
consignees. The circumstances were altered, the size of steamers and|Clay, frederick Harden, B.A. Hilbery, Francis Clifton to be 
facilities for discharge increased. ‘The alleged custom was inapplicable to (Camb.) Hoare, Frederick Cecil, b.A. (Oxon.) if po 
j the existing state of things, and was not such a settled and established | Clegg, Joseph Houghton, Cecil Gilbert countr 
; gpetice in the port of Bristol as to satisfy the words of the charter-party. | Cooke, Charles James Ingoldby, Percy Bernard been 
i f a custom purports to provide for an altered state of things and applies | Crawford, Hamilton Walker Ivens, Francis Burdett the su 
' the same rule as before, it is unreasonable. The custom was not | Croft, leonard Wilberforce Jesson, Thomas Edward efforts 
sufficiently general and universal to satiffy the words “the custom of the| Crump, Bertram Eversley, B.A, Johnson, Augustus Avery in the 
port for steamers at port of discharge,’ which at the least refer to all (Oxon.) Johnson, Frederic David Keene be saf 
{ steamers discharging at the port. Contracting out of a custom does | Cutter, Alfred Christopher Jones, Cyril John challe 
' not of iteelf destroy the custom, but it may become so general as to | Davies, David Edward Bowen Jones, Donald Appleford hand 
i the custom. When once the custom becomes the exception and | De Caux, William Joyce, Gerald Wright more | 
; not the rule, there is no longer a custom. The alleged custom was invalid, | Dixon, Peter Sydenham Kammerer, Ernest In fa 
; and the plaintiffs were entitled to one day’s demurrage. Judgment for | Dolleymore, Kenneth Vere King, Harry Joseph pos: 
: plaintiffs for £54 17s. 4d. and costs, and a certificate, if necessary, under Drury, Geoffrey Herbert, LL.B. Kingston, Hubert Ernest from | 
the County Court Act given.—Cownsrr, Sorutton, KC., and Leck; (Loud.) Lane, Henry Fitzgerald William, prima 
Hamilton, K., anda we Sorsmrrons, Orump & Sons, for Turnbull & | Ellison, Arthur Stephenson B.A. (Oxon,) the 1 
Tilley, West Hartlepool; Downing, Handcock, Middleton, & Lewis, for James | ¥arbrother, Arthur Frederick Lees, William Donald, B.A. (Camb.) cours: 
Inship & Co., Urivtol, Firth, Richard Charles Dundas, Leigh-Hunt, Trevor Rodney 
[Repent by W.T. Tcwrox, Vaq., Barrister-ut-Law. | B.A, (Camb.) Letts, Malcolm Henry Ikin 
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— 
Lyde, Herbert William 

eld, nase John Beech 
Masters, Sedgwic 
Mercer, William Guy. 
Money, George Chester Tancred 
Moore, Arthur Sidney 
Morecroft, Arthur Ernest 
Nairne, John Cyril 
Neale, Ernest J ames 
Newcombe, Frederick Heath 
Pattison, Edmond Langshaw 
Penman, Lancelot ‘Tulip, 


Smith, Joseph Henry 
Smith, Samuel Arthur 
Solomon, Harry Alfred 
Stenning, Bernard Clement 
Stratford, Claude 
Tench, Richard Astley 
Thurstield, John Horace 
Till, John Atkins 
Tunnicliffe, Frederic Charles 
oe Oliver 

peott, Maurice John 
B.A. Vicary, George Cecil 

Walker, William Bathurst, B.A. 


b. 

i, Walter Frank (Oxon.) 
Potts, Cyril Ashford Wallington, Guy Charles 
Price, Charles Verley Ward, James William 
Priestwood, John George Wheeler, John Frederick Walter 
Procter, Samuel White, Gerald Owen 
Pym, Joseph Percy Radford Wilde, Edward Hugh Norris, B.A. 
Richardson, Joseph Herbert, B.A. (Camb. 

(Camb ) Wilkins, Ernest Augustus 
Roberts, ‘Thomas Hunter Williams, John Frederick 
Robinson, Arnold Percy Williamson, James Edward 


Wood, Frederic Walter 


t, Harry Ernest 
Wood, Theophilus 


Berary, Willis Hubert 


wyer, Carl Hermann Wood, Vernon 
Scholefield, Arthur Woodcock, Francis Percy, B.A. 
Sewell, Algernon Percy, B.A. (Camb. 
(Camb.) Wood , Thomas 
Shaffer, Samuel Woodrow, Sydney Melson 
Shepherd, Thomas Dowker Woodward, Edward 
Simmons, Ernest Wright, Austin James 


Wright, Edmund 
Yarborough, Humfrey Charles Cooke 


Simpson, Palgrave 
Sinton, John Harold 


The Students’ Reception. 


At the Students’ Reception to be held by the principal and members of 
the teaching staff at the Law Society’s Hall on Tuesday evening next (14th 
instant) Mrs. Charles Cagney will sing German Lieder, Miss May Coleman 
will sing Irish folk songs to harp accompaniment, Old English songs will 
be contributed by Miss Cordelia Grylls, and Mr. Frank Falkner will play 
the ’cello. In addition to the President of the society (Mr. Thomas Rawle), 
His Excellency Baron Suyematsu, the Master of the Temple, Sir John 
Macdonell, Sir Albert Rollit, M.P., Sir John Gray Hill, Professor West- 
lake, K.C., Dr. Blake Odgers, K.C., Mr. John Morris, Mr. 8. A. T. 
Rowlatt, Mr. J. A. Strahan, Mr. Arthur Underhill, and other distinguished 
lawyers have signified their intention of being present. 





Land Registration. 


At a meeting of the Institute of Bankers, held on the Ist inst., a pa 
was read by Mr. C. F. Brickdale, Registrar of the Laud Registry, on ‘‘ The 
Practice ot the Land Registry as Affecting Banking.’’ Mr. D. G. H. 
Pollock (London City and Midland Bank) presided. We take the following 
report from the Times : he 
. Brickdale said that a register of title was, essentially, a list of owners 
of land with particulars of the properties they owned and of the mortgages 
and other incumbrances which affected them. Legal validity was given to 
this list by Act of Parliament—that was to say, the mere fact of 
being entered on the register as the proprietor of land or of a charge made 
the person so entered the owner of it. Uwnership passed from one person to 
another by the act of registration. On registration the new owner's title 
became complete and unassailable. Similar provision was made for mort- 
gaging and for dealings with mortgages. A ‘land certificate ’’ issued to 
the registered proprietor gave him a portable counterpart of the register 
andenabled him to obtain a temporary loan from a banker by deposit. 
By these means the public obtained, not only security from fraud, but also 
immunity from much of the expense and delay which were incident to 
dealings with land where the registration system did not exist. The 
register was strictly private and could only be inspected by the proprietor 
or with his written permission. ‘The Continental registers ap: . 
according to every test by which their practical efficiency could be tried, 
to be giving complete satisfaction. That it would be desirable, 
if possible, to establish a general register of title in this 
country, with a State guarantee of accuracy, had for a long time 
nh apparent to almost all who had given serious attention - to 
the subject. The great difficulty, and one which for a long time baffled the 
efforts of reformers, had been the initial one of establishing the register 
in the first instance. On the one hand, it was felt that it would hardly 
be safe for the Governmeut to accept, and tee as accurate, the un- 
challenged statements of landowners as to their own titles. On the other 
hand, to test such statements in a full and adequate manner would involve 
more inquiry than had hitherto been thought practicable in every case. 
In face of this dilemna a middle course had been adopted called 
“‘possessory "’ registration. Under this system the register was drawn up 
from the statements of the landowners themselves, supported merely by 


absolute one. 
county of London had now been proceeding for six years. Down to the 
end of September last 73,562 separate properties, of an 
£77,585,225, had been placed on the register, and 75,753 transactions by 
sale, mortgage, inheritance, and otherwise had also 

properties subsequently to their entry on their register, making a total of 
149,315 applications dealt with. As regarded 
stated that a sale for £5,000, under a title registered as absolute, cost both 
parties together £23 14s.—that was to say, £9 for the registry fee and seven 
guineas to each of the solicltors, assuming pro’ 
employed. Coming to low rates, at £100 the total costs of both parties 
would in the same way be £1 7s. 
a sale for £50,000 would cost, similarly, £77 10s. 
he emphasized the fact that the moment of first registration, whether 
with absolute or possessory title, marked the beginning of a new 
era. As 
and the register only, was the criterion of title. 
printed in the institute’s Journal, he proposed to add a short a 
taining a few practical hints which managers might keep by them for 
reference as to matters 


The formation of a general register of title for the 


value of 
been recorded of these 
the question of expense, he 


fessional assistance to be 


As a specimen of a high value 
In _ concluding 


regarded ali dealings subsequent to that moment, the register, 
When this er was 
con- 


requiring attention in making and dealing with 
equitable charges and notices of deposit of land certificates. 

A short discussion followed. 

Mr. Brickdale, in answer to a remark by Mr. F. E. Steele (Parr's 
Bank) and Mr. F. Straker (London and South-Western Bank), said he 
thought that the reason there were so very few absolute titles was that the 
great majority of people who dealt with the Land Registry only desired to 
do the minimum necessary so secure their position. He quite agreed that 
absolute title was ‘‘ the real thing,’’ and one must claim it as the normal 
thing ; the possessory title was only transitory. 








Obituary. 
Mr. B. B. Swan. 


We regret to announce the death, on the 7th inst., of Mr. Benjamin 
Bousfield Swan, barrister-at-law, at the age of seventy-two years. He 
was the son of Mr. G. C. Swan, of Dublin, barrister-at-law, and was 
educated at St. John’s College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar in 
1854. He had an extensive practice as a conveyancer, and we believe acted 
for many years as counsel to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. He had the 
reputation of a sound lawyer and will be greatly missed by his many 


friends, 
Mr. W. P. Hughes. 


Mr. William Price Hughes, solicitor, died this week. He was admitted 
in 1859 and in 1883 succeeded his father as coroner for Mid-Worcester- 
shire. He also held the office of undersheriff of the county for about 
twenty-five years, and was clerk to the visitors of the County and City 
Lunatic Asylums. He carried on business in aay with Mr. 
G. 8. F. Brown, B.A., under the firm of Hughes & Brown. 








Legal News. 


Information Required. 


Joun RicHaRp Mason, late of No, 35, St. James’s-square, Notting Hill, 
Middlesex, Esquire, deceased.—Evidence is required as to the existence of 
any Will or testamentary disposition of the above-named deceased prior to 
or subsequent to the 24th of February, 1863. Two guineas reward will be 

nid by the undersigned to any person furnishing them with reliable 
— on the subject.—Moore & Tibbits, solicitors, 36, High-street, 
Warwick. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Writs Granam and Henry Verpon Baryss, solicitors (Nicholson, 
Graham, & Graham), 24, Coleman-street, London. Jan. 31. 


Joun Sumyner Warprorns Epwarp Joun Francis Tozer, and Atrrep 
Percival Dex, solicitors (Tozer, Whidborne, & Dell), Teignmouth, Daw- 
lish, and Newton Abbot. Feb. 1. The businesses at Teignmouth and 
Newton Abbot will in future be carried on by the said Edward John Francis 
Tozer and Alfred Percival Dell, under the styie or firm of Tozer & Dell, 
and the business at Dawlish will be carried on by the said John Sumner 
Whidborne, in conjunction with Francis Simcoe Cole, under the style or 
firm of Whidborne & Cole. [ Gazette, Feb. 3. 

Grorce James Jonnson, Joun Henry Barctay, Witt Jonson, 
Axtuvr Lanron Lown, and Artaur Grores Joxnnson, solicitors, Birmi 
ham. Jan. 14. As far as regards the said Arthur Labron Lowe. 

[ Gazette, Feb. 7. 





General. 
It is stated that Mr. Justice Walton and Mr, Justice Bray are the jadges 





prima facie evidence (usually the Senge of the last title deed only), 
the register so formed being given a qualified itee, which in 
course ‘practically equivalent 


would become to an 


of time 


R 
age to go on the Northern Circuit at the Spring Assizes ; and that 
Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence will go to Leeds, on the North-Eastern 


; Circuit. 
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It is announced that Mr. Justice Bucknill continues to make very 
favourable progress. 


A lecture will be delivered to the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Associa- 
tion by Mr. G. Thorn Drury on ‘‘ Malicious Prosecution,’”? on Thursday, 
the 23rd of February, at 7 p.m., in the Inner Temple (Lecture Room A), 
Mr. Justice Jelf will preside. 

The London Gazetie contains the announcement that the King has been 
pleased, by Letters Patent under the Great Seal, bearing date the 30th of 
January, 1905, to grant unto the Right Honourable Sir Francis Henry 
Jeune, G.C.B., late President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division of the High Court of Justice, an annuity of £3,500. 

At the sitting «f the Probate, &c., Division, on the 3rd inst, Sir Gorell 
Barnes, President, stated that certainly for the present, and probably for 
the remainder of the term, he would sit to take the probate and divorce 
business, and the Admiralty cases would be taken before Mr. Justice 
Bargrave Deane. 

According to the daily papers, Sir Francis Jeune will be raised to the 
peerage with the title of Baron St. Hélier, of St. Hélier, in the Isle of 

ersey, and of Arlington Manor, in the county of Berks. Sir Francis 
Jeune’s family lived in or near St. Hélier for many generations, and he 
was himself born there, his father being Dean of the island at the time. 


The City Corporation propose to make an appointment to the office of 
Secondary, which has been rendered vacant by the death of Mr. T. 
Vaughan-Roderick, who held the position for twenty years. It is pro- 
posed by the Officers and Clerks Committee that the salary shall begin at 
£750 per annum and rise to £1,000 a year. The age limit of candidates 
will be fixed at fifty. 

** Ben ’’ Butler was, says a Boston (U S.A.) paper, on his way to Boston 
totry acase before Judge Shaw. A young friend met him on the train, 
and he asked if he might look at the notes on the case. Butler acquiesced. 
The young man, to his astonishment, saw written in pencil at the top of page 
1: “Insult the judge.” ‘‘ You see,’’ said Butler, ‘‘I first get Judge 
Shaw’s ill-will by insulting him in some way. Later in the case, he will 
have decisions to make for or against me. As he is an exceedingly just man 
and as I have insulted him, he will lean to my side, for fear of letting his 
personal feeling against me sway his decision the opposite way.’’ 

‘*Matt *’ Carpenter, the Wisconsin senator, was, says the Albany Law 
Journal, once arguing a case before the Supreme Court. Before Carpenter 
got half through with his argument, the judges made up their minds that he 
had no case at all, and told him that he might as well cease, as the decision 
would go against him. He sat down, and his opponent, who was very deaf, 
rose to speak. -The chief justice said: ‘‘ I don’t think it will be necessary 
to hear you.”’ Seeing that he was being addressed, the lawyer turned 
to Carpenter for aid. ‘‘ What did the chief justice say, Matt? ’’ he 
whispered. ‘‘ He said he’d rather give you the case than listen to you,’’ 
Carpenter bawled in his ear. 

Mr. Choate, says the Globe, is to be entertained by the bench and bar of 
England before he returns to America. The occasions on which the bench 
and bar have combined in hospitality are very few. M. Berryer, the 
famous French advocate, was entertained in 1865; the late Mr. Benjamin, 
Q.C., on his retirement from practice in 1883, a number of American 
judges and barristers in 1900, and Sir John Hollams in 1903. M. Berryer 
and the American lawyers were entertained in Middle Temple Hall, while 
the Benjamin and Holjlams banquets took place in Inner Temple Hall. 
The dinner to the American Ambassador is to take place in Lincoln’s-inn 
Hall, which is the largest of all the halls in the Inns of Court. 

Mr. George Beverley Wyatt Digby, a well-known solicitor, was, says the 
Times, found shot in his private room at his offices, 2, Coleman-street, 
London, on Monday. Mr. Digby arrived at his offices shortly after 10 o’clock. 
After transacting some business he retired to his private room. Just before 
12 o’clock his managing clerk and the other employees in the outer offices 
heard the report of a pistol shot. Several ran tothe door of the room and, 
finding it locked on the inside, forced it. They found Mr. Digby lying on 
the floor with a bullet wound in the head and apparently dead. In the 
room not far from where he waslying wasa six-chambered revolver. One 
chamber had been recently discharged, and the others were loaded. 

An inquest was, last week, held at Carperby, Wensley Dale, Yorkshire, 
relative to the death of Mr. Thomas E. Bryers, a solicitor and the vice- 
chairman of the Sunderland Corporation Tramways Committee, whose 
dead body was found lying by the side of the River Ure at the Lower 
Falls, at Aysgarth. It was stated that the deceased had been suffering 
from sleeplessness and overwork. His widow said on Thursday morning 
she received a letter from her husband informing her that he suffered 
excruciating pain and was almost demented. He had never threatened, 
so faras she knew, to do anything to himself. He was very much worried 
with regard to his health, but she did not think there was anything wrong 
in connection with money matters. The jury returned an open verdict, 
and expressed spmpathy with the widow and family of the deceased. 

At the first sitting in court of Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, Mr. 
Priestley, K.C., addressing the judge, said: My Lord,—Before the 
pro2zeedings of the day commence, I should like for myself, as also for my 
iriends and colleagues practising in the Probate Division, to congratulate 

our lordship most heartily on your elevation tothe bench. I have also 
on asked to associate in these expressions of congratulation the solicitors 
who practise in this division. Mr. Aspinall, K.C., added a few words on 
behalf of the members of the Admiralty bar. Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane 
said: Gentlemen,—I am very much obliged to you all for what you have 
said. It is a great pleasure to meto think that in this court I shall 
continue to be associated with you. You will all know my ways, and I 
think I know yours, and I hope that as the result we shall be able to get 


through the work of this court quickly and satisfactorily. ; 








It is announced that the President of the Board of Trade has appointed the 
following committee to inquire what amendments are necessary in the Actg 
relating to joint stock companies: Sir Robert T. Reid, G.C.M.G., K.¢,, 
M_P., chairman; Mr. J. W. Budd (ex-president of toe Incorporated Law 
Society), Mr. Frank Gore-Browne, K.C., Mr. E. B. Faber, M.P. (Chair. 
man, English Country -Bankers Association), Mr. J. K. J. Hicheng 
(chairman of the Stock Exchange Committee), Sir William H. Holland, 
M.P. (president of the Association of Chambers of Commerce of the United 
Kingdom), Mr. F. B. Palmer, Mr. Edgar Speyer, Mr. C. M. Warmington, 
K.C., Mr. Edwin Waterhouse (ex-president of the Institute of Chartered 
Accountants) ; Mr. L, Worthington Evans, and Mr. G. 8. Barnes (Comp. 
troller of the Companies Department of the Board of Trade). The attention 
of the committee will be specially directed to the following questions: 
(1) The growing practice of issuing companies without a prospectus. (2) 
The registration outside England of companies carrying on business in 
England and appealing to English investors. (3) The extension of the 
provisions of the Act of 1900 with regard to the registration of mortgages 
and charges to include all mortgages and charges and not oniy those created 
since the Ist of January, 1901. (4) The amendment of Table A of the 
Act of 1862. Mr. H. A. Payne will act as secretary of the committee, 








Frxep Incomrs.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures, 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. | 








The Property Mart. 


Sale of the Ensuing Week. 


Feb. 16.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriep, at the Mart, at 2: 
REVERSIONS : 

To One-fourth of Freeholds at Deal, value £450; lady aged 69. olicitor, H, 
Cubitt Ireland, Esq., London. 

To the whole of a Trust Fund, value of £800, lady aged 77; also toa Trust Fund 
of the estimated value of £2,000. receivable in the same event. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Stone, Thomas, & King, Bath. 

To One-sixth of Freehold and Leasehold Properties and Ground-rents, at 
Shoreditch, Islington, &c.. producing £600 per annum, with policy; lady aged 
60. Solicitors, Messrs. er, Baker, & Co., London. 

To One-sixth of £12,575, lady aged 59; also to One-eighteenth of £9,974 5s., two 
ladies aged 58 and 59; also to One-eighteenth of a Trust Fund of £9,974 2s., 
two ladies aged 51 and 50. Solicitor, F. A. K. Doyle, Esq., London. 

To a Moiety of a Trust Fund of the value of £2,750, lady aged 59. Sclicitor, E. 
M. Lazarus, Esq., London. 

To 19 Shares in the National Provincial Bank of England (Limited), lady aged 85. 
Solicitor, H. G. Church, Esq., London, 

To Two One-eighths of a Trust Fund, value £20,600, subject to contingencies, with 
fully-paid Covering Policies for £3,700; in two lots. S»licitors, Messrs. Robins, 

Hay, Waters, & Hay, London. 

LIFE INTERSST in £291 lls, 1d. per annum, gentleman aged 56; Life Policy 
for £3,000; also Reversionary Life Interest in £160 per annum; also Abso- 
lute Reversion to One-seventh of each of the Funds producing such incomes, 
receivable on the death of the survivor of the two life tenants. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Adams & Adams, London. 

POLICIES for £3,000, £3,000, £2,000, £2,000, £1,500, £1,250, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, 
1,000, £550, £550, £400, £300. Solicitors, Messrs. Gwynn, Onslow, & Co., 
Bristol; T. E. Rickerby, Esq., Cheltenham ; Reginald A. Rodgers, Esq., Hove, 
; Wm. Messent, ., Ipswich. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reaistrars In ATTENDANCE ON 





Date. Emercency Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. ROTA. 0. 2. KEKEWICH. FARWELL. 
Monday, Feb. +13 Mr. Pemberton Mr.W.Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey 
uesday... . 1 Jackson Theed Church R. Leach 
: R. Leach W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Godfrey Theed Church R. Leach 
Beal W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Carrington Theed Church R. Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- Buck.ey. JOYCE. Swinrey Eapy, Warrineton. 
Monday, Feb.............13 Mr. Jackson Mr. Farmer Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed 
Tuesday . ... wld Pemberton King Beal W. Leach 
Wednesday 15 Jackson Farmer Carrington King 
Thursday . 16 Pemberton King Beal Farmer 
Friday .... es Jackson Farmer Carrington Church 
Baturday ....0r.ccsereeeee 18 Pemberton King Beal Greswell 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, Feb. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANncERy. 


Bremincuam anv District Socrety ror Tux Prorecrion or Trape, Limirep—Petn for 
windiog up, p’ ted Jan 25, directed to be beard at the Court House, Corporation st, 
Birmingham, Feb 16, at 10.30. Pinsent & Uo, birmingham, solors for petners. Notice 

of Y ee must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’cicck in the afternoon of 

Feb 9 





Buaitisn Avtovoitt Co, Limirep (1x Liquipation)— Creditors are required, on or before 
March 16, to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to 8t. John Winne, Norfolk House, 7, Laurence Pountney hill 

Bayan, Donxxts, & Ciinon, Limirep -Petn for winding up, presented Feb 2, directed to be 
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heard Fel ne ia Bevte & , Bedford row, f & Son, Manchester, solors for petnez* 
Notice ee ust reach the above not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of Fe 


Essxezen Gotp Mintne Co, Limirep —Petn for winding up, went oe Jan 31, dire :ted to 
be heard Feb 14. Pakeman & Read, Ironmonger In, solors and creditors. Notice of 
appearing must reach the oA Ray not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Feb 13 

& Curist1£, Limrrep —Credit on or before March 18, to send their 

addresses, and the partionlons » A. their = or a to Richard Sands 
Gy ebb, South parade, Nottingham. illiams, Nottingham, hae tee for 
liquida 

GaTLinG i Goxip Minixe Co, Limitep (in VoLuyTary eye yee ra a 
req , on or before March 5, ‘to send their names and a he particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Charles Acton Dodds, 5, Copthall bldgs. "Reader & Co, Basildon 
House, Moogate st, solors for liquidator 


Gazat B Syypicate, Lusirep —Creditors are required, on or before March 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the ——- of their debts or claims, to John Brinkler 
Woodthorpe, Leadenhall bidgs, 

Jacop Wrencu & Sons, Limttrzp—Petn for ens ae $1, directed to be 
heard Feb 14. Butcher & Sons, Wood st, Cneapade, solo or petner. Notice of 
cecering mest ust reach the above-named not later than 6 So clock in the afternoon of 


Layo anv Trust Co or Froripa, Limttep tp L:quipatTion)—Creditors are required, on or 
before 31, to send their names and addresses, the particulars of theie debts or 
claims, to John’ Earle Hodges, Suffolk House, Laurence iestenwy hill. Golding & 
Hargrove, solors for liquidator 

ten aeons S Co, Limrrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debta or claims, to Amery 
Parkes & Powell, 18, Fleet st 

BausGaTs Monga Pier ano Lirt Co, Limirep—Petn for winding winties >. Oe presented Jan 14, 
directed to be heard Feb 14. Kennedy & Co, Abchurch In, solors for petners. ep 
Sagas ane ust reach the above-named not later than é o’clock in the afternoon of 

Roszrt L Tonez & Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 25, directed to be 
heard at St Albans, Feb 27, at 12. Camp & Ellis, Watford, solors for petners. Notice 
. sppearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afvernoon of 





ee Corrgr Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, 4 send their 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Tho H Jackson, 
Old Old Ravenhead Works, St Helens 


W W Jacques & Co, Limrep (1x y Eoempennen) — My ay are required, on or before 
— a to send their names and addresses, and the particulors of their debts or 
to George Bown Hextall, 21, Bucklersbury 


London Gaszette.—Turspay, Feb. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamirep tn CHANCERY. 


Araican Options Synpicats, Limirep—Creditors are re juired, on or before March 25, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to John 
Barrett-Lennard and William Watkins, 62, London wall. Francis & Co, Bishopsgate 
st Within, solors for the liquidator 

Azenitias Copper Mines, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 17, to send 
their names and addresses, and the icnlars of their debts and claims, to Samuel Stitt 
McNicol, Copthall avy. Milner & Bickford, Moorgate st, solors for liquidator 


AvromoniLe Components, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before Mar 20, to Fe 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Clitsome Bruford, Broad st House 

Bara axp District Hick Lave. WaATERworks & Limitep—Creditors are required 
forthwith to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to 8 Pim Jackson, Bank chmbrs, Quiet st, Bath 

“Bey Crvacuax ’’ Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before nage 23, to send 
their names and addresses, aod the particulars of their debts or claims, to ‘Bennard 
™ moat conge Wright Simpson, 11, Adelaide st, Swansea. Cox, Swansea, solor 

tors 

BirminGHamM AnD Districr Society ror THE Protection or TrapeE, Limirev—Petn for 
winding up, presented Jan 25, directed to be heard at the Court House, Corporati ion st, 
Birmingham” Feb 16, at 10.30. Pinsent & Co, Birmingham, solors for petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in afternoon of 

eb 15 

Eaciz eer AnD Motor Co, Limirep—Creditors age required, on or before 
March 3: nd their names an dresses, and ‘oe uatialins off taste dike ox 
claims, to "alfred Griffith Wilde, England chmbrs, Manchester Hinde & Co, Manchester, 
solors for liquidator 

IureniaL Brass Founpry ‘Co, Linrtzp—Creditors are i ey on or before March 25, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Philip 
Bates, 110, Edmund st, Birmingham. Coleman & Co ——a solors for liquidator 

Narrow Fasrics Co, Limirep—Creditors are on or before March 22, to send 
their na mes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Kerfoot, Holly Mount, our grove, Old Trafford, Manchester. Ashworth & Inman, 
Manchester, solors for "liquidator 

QuaysipE Cus, Luutrp-—Creditors are required, on or before 3, to send their names 
and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to William Charlton Forster, 
E = Fs bee ee upon Tyne. Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastle upon 

yne, sOlors for liqu 

Tows anp GENERAL oe Li«rtep —Petn for winding up, presented Feb 4, directed to 
be heard Feb 21. Whitehouse & Co, Jewry House, Old Jewry. N Notice of a 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Feb 20 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Ciaim. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Jan. 27. 
Bosweu, James Freeman, Norwich, Wine Merchant March 1 Merritt v Boswell, 
Kekewich, J Emerson, Norq@ich 
Cows, Cuarves, Seventh ay, Manor Park Feb 27 Cowell v Cowell, Warrington, J 
Rawlinson, New Broad st 
aT, V naian, Lincoln, Miller Feb 20 Dixon v Worth, Kekewich, J Williams, 


London Gazette.—Tourspay, Jan, 31. 


MAtiEson, Cuaries Dow Belfast, Transvaal Colony, South Africa, Captain ‘April 28 
Wilder é& Warrington, J Nesbitt, Devonshire sy - 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Feb. 3. 


Giver, Gronaz MARTIN Livegest, Surgeon Feb 28 Giveen v Giveen, Ju Royal 
ts of Justice, Room 700, Strand Ganga, Shei. He Weve Mee, Roy 
Grosarr, ALEXANDER- Banoo, Withi Lancaster 3 Lockwood v Grosart, 


, Manchester 
Pivexox, Ricnarp, Victoria mS East F , Cowkee Feb 20 Barnard 
Pidgeon, Kekewich, J Hodgkinson, Bnd; Yinchey ~ . 





Tomsos, Witu1am, Sxeptre st, Mile End, Wholesale Manufacturer March 3 
Property and Estates Co, Ltd v Tomson, Buckley, J 0) Basinghall 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Feb. 7. 
Campsety, Grorer, end villas, Merchant June 1 Campbell y Campbell, Keke- 
wich, J Kemp, Wal , 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 24. 


Buiake, Susaynan, House, nr Penarth, Glam Feb 23 pg a 
Bonp, Many any, Oakdale rd, Streatham March6 Pinsent & Co, Birmi 

Buarurp, James, Ashford, Kent, Cattle Salesman March 1 Mowli & Mowil, Ashford 
Caupery, Wituiam Portlana Bl March 1 Stoneham & Sons, Fenchurch st 
Cuarninoton, Spencer, H , Herts March 4 ren Co, ee 


C.Lements, Manyena, Myrtie rd, Acton Marchd WA & 
CoLviILue, WILLIAM, Leeds, Manchester Warehouseman March 17 we. & E H F 


Leeds 

Goon, Season, O Mary Cray, Kent, Poultry Breeder March 31 Wood & Wootton, 

st 

Cranrres, Javg, Todmorden Feb 28 Jackson & Co, Rochdale 

Crook, Magcaret, Preston Feb 20 Cookson, Preston 

Bovey, Bow Reoivatp Sravenson, Devonshire st, Portland - Feb 23 Vernon & Co, 

st 

Dayre.tt, Rev Ropert Wittiam, Ley G@ , or Shrew y Feb 23 Salt & Sons, 
Belmont, wsbury 

DunKEBLEY, Many, Bowdon, Chester March 1 wate, Manchester 

Feit, Isanetia Louisa, Blenheim pl, Brighton March 25 Gush & Co, Finsbury circus 


Hatt, Cuarg.orre, West Brighton Feb 28 Woodbridge & Sons, New sq, Lincola’s inn 

Isauam, W1iu1Am, Harpers Fence, nr Burniey, Stonemason Marriott, Burnley 

Lioyp, Tuomas; ‘WILLIAM, Cowesby Hall, nr Northallerton, Yorks Marchi Walker & 
in, Halifax 

Mey Woe B Goegegp Paves, Cromwell rd, South Kensington March 27 Phelps & 

ace, 
MIDGLEY, JusEPH, ey pe Bradford March8 Weatherhead & y= Bradford 
MiLLs,: Hewry, West Lavington, Sussex, Miller Feb 2t Johnston & Clarence, Midh 


NEWwsOME, a pa Thornbury, Bradford, Veterinary Surgeon Feb 20 Banks & Co, 
Parxinsoy, WILLIAM, Burtonwood, Lancs, Farmer Feb 24 Webster, St Helens 
PaILLIPs, Axpnew, Sparkhill, Worcester, Commission Agent Feb 3 ’ Bhakespeare & Co, 


Pitcner, Cuanves, Ashford, Kent, Pork Butcher Feb7 Bracher, Maidstone 


eemoaes, syeneein, Plympton, Devon Nov 8 Bulteel & Rowe, Mulgrave st, 
ymou' 
Ricuarpson, Sipnzey Water, Buckhurst Hill, Essex, Cutler Feb 18 Attwa‘er & Lyall, 


Stratford 
Russert, Tuomas, CMG, Normanswood, nr Farnham March 31 Mackrell & Co, 
Cannon st 





Sampson, Jonn Winsor, Plympton St Mary, Devon March 25 Wilson, Plymouth 
Suaw, James, Newark toon Theme Feb15 Ho; & Beevor, Newark u Trent 


Situ, Joun, Ashton w y, Yeoman pay ¢ Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 
Sranrorp, Epwagp, outh Feb28 Ba & Co, Berners st 
STAPLETON, AL¥RED, Amhurst pk, Stamford , Dairy Farmer Feb 23 James & Co, 


Coleman st 2 
Srevens, Henny, Moseley Feb6 Arnold & Son, Birmingham 


Watwesiex, Mary Avy, Deal Feb 24 Brown & Brown, Deal 
aoe, = Hanriet, Barlby, Hemingbrough, Yorks March 1 Parker & Parker, Selby, 
orks 
London Gazette.—Fnivay, Jan. 27, 


Apams, Matitpa, Wolstanton, = = April 1 Rag = & Co, Burslem 
March 6 Strand 


ALLEN, Evuey, Penge Foyer & Co, Essex 
Aveny, Juuia, Bude Hacen, Corn Cornwali March 16 Peter, Holworthy, Devon 


—— James, Norwich, Starch Maker's Foreman Feb 28 Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, 

Beprorp, Francis WitL14M, Barkston gdns, Architect March8 Martineau & Reid, 
Raymond bldgs, > ion 

Breen, Juseen WILLIAM, , Licensed Victualler Feb 28 Daniel & Oldfield, 


Brocksanks, Mary, Sunderland Feb 28 Bryers, Sunderland 


Casson, Joun, Abbotsford, Lightcliffe, nr Halifax 4 27 God! & Co, Halifax 
Cuzstes, JosEra henry Shetfield Feb 25 Bingley & 
Cuay, Grorar, Notts March1 Burton & Bii am 


Curt, MARGARET MATILDA, Croyden Feb28 Martin, 
Cox, E.iey, Kingsclere, Southampton March 4 Barnes, Newbury 
DantEtL, Jonx, Wavertree, Liverpool March 6 Lamb &Co, Birkenhead 
DaniB11, Most, Soe, Marché Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 
Daagt, Witu1am, Credition, Conttactor Feb 28 Cooper, Budgerow 
Davey, Tomas, Bognor 31 Cave & Co, 
Davison, Tomas, Jingling Gate, nr Newburn, Northumberland, Innkeeper March 24 
D Mg ty wp hinpatratte, Baguidi Par Guiliano, Italy March 1 
x VIRTE ARGARET y 
wivaas owtege: Wits, Fob Mann & Ratwar,Trowbidg, Wits 
Diriock, JoHN w " way, wbrii 
er Tuouas Sruregs, Bwinton st, Gray’s inn “i March 25 & Co, New 
‘oad st 


March 1 Addleshaw & Co, Manchester 
Tobacconist Feb 28 Venn & Woodcock, 





ree. Maruitpa, Lancaster rd, Belsize 
Emanvuat, Atrrep, Church ln, Wai 
High Holborn 


Fercusoy, Hasrist Evizasetu, Kensington pk rd Nov 1 Bw ay & Maunsell, Bridport 
. yEL, + Rraix si East Leamington, Warwick, Kitchen Range Manufacturer 
t 


March 1 femingion. 
— James, Bolton Woods, Daa Merchant Feb 19 Ratcliffe & ee 


Freesron _ ae qe ty eee oe He is "seabroks & 8 y Sod, gy = 


GaRNER, —y rg 
GreeneaLcH, Kars, Norbeck, Poulton . Fylde, 


Gaeia, Evizanetu, Wi nr Manchester a. 

Gursr, Evrra, Bar arch 8. Newman & Bond, R a, ‘st, Barnsle 

Grace Sieeeeaeee, aLy CatTuentne, Kildare gdns, Bayswater Feb 38 Emmet & Co, 

Hanvoe K, cy nev Bw rarp Isaac, Harlington Rectory, Middlesex Feb 28 Wild & Collins, 
aurence ln, Cheapside 

Maneyes, i Tayton, Samarai, British New Guinea, Physician Feb 28 Weddall & 

Hanoreaves, Toenes Row.anp, Abingdon st, Westminster, Solicitor March 31 

ves & Crowther, 
Mowsure, v Tuomas Epwix, Stoke Newington Common Feb 28 Howse & Eve, Salters 


ct 
Hi = oo Aur Lansdowne Licensed Victualler March 14 Maskell 
ULINE, JOUN Se yt ek Se 
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Ivenam, The Hon Eutty Cuantorre Mryrnewi, Hoar Cross, Staffs March 7 Farrer & Co, 


’3 inn fields ‘ 
Janxs, Anne, Ellesmere, Salop Feb 21 Giles, Ellesmere, Salop 
Jones, James, Presteign, Radnor Feb 25 Green & Nixsan, Presteign 
Lampgrt, Joszra Gzorce, John st, Berkeley sq March9 Asprey, Lincoln’s inn fields 
May, a, St John’s hill, Battersea, Commission Agent Feb17 Watkins & Pulleyn, 


ith sq, Gray’s ion 
Mayo, Coryg.ivs, Cainscross, nr Stroud, Glos Feb 25 ley-Smith & Son, Gloucester 


Mexiayp, Witi1am Epwarp, Youlgreave, Derby Feb 24 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 
Meragerrt, Exiza, ord March 10 Palmer & Bull, Bedford row 

Mercaur, Tuomas, Sunderland, Ship Surveyor Feb10 Storey, Sunderland 

a Ee Epuusp, Eas} Heath rd, Hampstead March 6 Hilbery & Co, 


NoxserG, Joun Anprew, Coventry, Cashier Feb 27 Mander, Coventry 
Pesais, THomas Vewess, Birch grove, Acton March 14 Evans & Co, Theobalds rd, 


row 
Porter, Josern Witi1am Mowsray, Annfield Plain, Durham March 14 T & WG 
Maddison, Durha 


> m 

Purvis, AsTuoyy, South Shields Feb15 Mabane & Co, South Shields 
Quitus, Ricnarp, Wigan Feb28 Peace & Darlington, Wigan 
Russevt, Cuaries James, Macclesfield, Silk Dyer Feb 28 Daniel & Oldfield, Macclesfield 
RrssE.., —— Faikyer, Macclesfield, Silk Dyer Feb 28 Daniel & Oldfield, 


Severs, Eviey, Hi rd, U Norwood March7 Baileys & Co, Berners st 
ROLD Harvey Protaeroz, Nevern mans, Nevernsq March 7 Adshead, 


March 31 Burdekin & Co, 


Srzncer, Herzewaep Grorce Epwanp, Biarritz, France Feb 11 Rooper & Whately, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Srocxs, Tuomas, Bentley, Yorks Feb 11 Jenkinson, Bentley 


Tuomas, Jawes Lewis, Gloucester st, Warwicksq,FS4 March1 Phillips & Cummings, 
Sherborne In 


st, Strand 
Suitn, Vervox Tuomas, North Malvern, Worcester 
Sheffield 


Tuomrsos, James Ratusoxe, Hemans st, Liverpool, Forwarding Agent Feb 27 Evans 


Co, Liverpool 
TvurssvuLt, Janes, West Hartlepool, Draper March1 Bunting, West Hartlepool 
Warsos, Carouise, Crick rd, Oxford Marchi Janson & Co, College hill 
Warrrixenau, Wattzx Witiam, Little Marlborough st, Music Publisher March 25 


Baylis & Co, Fore «t 
Wurrttz, Mary Jays, Warrington Feb14 White & Sons, Warrington 
Wirxrssox, Marx, Earby, Yorks, Drapery Dealer Feb 10 Leak, Barnoldswick, via Colne 
Wituams, Mary, Gt Grimsby March 25 Allisons & Allisons, Louth, Lincs 
ILLMOTT, Frepeeick Larascry, Wanstead, Builder Feb 28 Stoneham & Sons, 


enchurch st 
Weicnt, Rosgzer, or Saran Waicut, Walthamstow Feb 28 Houghton & Son, Finsbury 
pavement 
Yaxrviey, Aztuve Tuomas, South Side, Clapham Common March 7 Taylor, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 
London Gazette.—Tvuespay, Jan. 31. 


Avstis, Joux Hexny, Kingwood, Shortlands,Kent Marchi Western & Sons, Essex st, 


Avegity, Cazo.ise Beaxp, Lauriston, Teignmouth March1 Harris, Teignmouth 

Bexyett, Joux, Newcastle underLyme Feb9 Allen, Newcastle under Lyme 

Bessert, Sziixa Axx, Newcastle under Lyme Feb9 Allen, Newcastle under Lyme 

Bestier, Wit11am, Eocleshill, Bradford March 4 Bearder, Bradford 

Bsvax, Hesny, Exford’s Green, nr Shrewsbury Marchs8 Hughes, Shrewsbury 

Bevas, Evizaveru, Exford’s Green March8 Hughes, Shrewsbury 

Botwz.1, Hezseet Joux. a, New Zealand, Hosier March1 Sinnott & Son, Bristol 

Brows, Wiuam, Southwark Bridge rd, Dairyman March 4 Croft & Mortimer, 
Coleman st 

Buecess, Hzxey, Middleton, Farmer Feb2i Burgess, Market Harborough 

Borrzzworrs, Herazizan Exxua, Broom Hall, ld Feb 2% Bingley & Dyson, 


Camppett, Parzice Jons, The Albany, Piccadilly Feb 28 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, 


Dars, Jasz Cowtzr, Weston super Mare, Hotel Proprietress Feb 20 Powell, Weston 
Davis 2G, Robertson st, Battersea, Fish Salesman March 1 Sugden & Harford, 
Trommonger In, Cheapside 


Prater, Evitzasetu, Notting Hill March 8 Timbrell & Deighton, King William st 

Forrcxz, Tuoxuss, Walsall, Portmantean Bag Manufacturer Feb a7 Armstroug, 

Yow rn, Joszru, Hesketh with Beoconsll, Lancs, Yeoman Feb 25 Threlfall, Southport 

Gaur, Wi1114x, Brighton Feb2 Snow & Co, Gt St Thomas Apostle, Queen st 

Gazes, Acure Issvetis, Newcastle upon Tyne Feb 28 Young, South Shields 

Hazxas, Fezvrzicx Eowrs, Phomix Lodge mans, Brook Green, Scientist Feb 28 
High Holborn a a i 

Heszes, Grouse, Warren tt, Fitzroysq March 14 Gamble, Finsbury pvmt 

Hoves, Exity Usvexwoon, Stainest1, Hounslow March 10 Spencer & Co, Queen st, 


Hoxrrazp, Haswer Hicxuorr, King’s Heath, Worcester Feb 13 Foster & Co, Bir- 


Borxiss, Pewciis, Chepstow villas, Bayswater Feb 27 Furber & Son, Gray’s inn "y 
Sznvis, Hosts, Lazaway, Viale Margherita, Florence March 10 Paines & Co, Bt 
Helen's 


Jones, Cuszies Hever, Lower Eaton, Herefori, Batler March 1 Mayo & Co, Draper's 
Mosuaps, Jems, OW Trafic’, ur Manchester, Doctor March 2 Rylance & Bons, Man- 
Kerit, Pao maior wis Eust, Primees chmbrs, Pall Mall April1 Bisgvod & Marshall, 
Lesere, Beesnacn, Berlin March 4 Siz, Mincing In 

— & Mark's rd, North Kensington, Contractor March 1 Ward, Clement's 


Moxecuort, Axtave Horeet, Liverpool March1 Nicholson & Pembertm, Liverpool 
Morast, Cuseize Veevrescn, Birchinin Aprili tteavenson & Couldwell, Fenchurch st 
Poewer, Grvron, Netherton, Dilley, Grower March 4 Davies, Netherton, Dudley 
Roerats, Jauzs, Comway, Painter March 2 Porter & Co, Conway 

, Breen Enszavern Kins, Loriewvo4, nr Ghirley, Hante July 41 Green & Co, 
Bison, Bev on Verio. annson, Budkdand Rectory, Burrey March 1 Western & Bons, 
Grinias, Ganen Ave, Hill Api Millingtom & Bape, Boston, Lincs 
Towsesy, Gwin Vester: Kowsen Wow March 10 Hiek & Co, Bearboron 


Trix, Bemves, ¥ Aaninater, Lx tetAler Marchi H& & & Watts, Yeovi 
—, Sonny Devese.:, & Leonard's «om ten March % Wilder & Co, Jermyn at, 
Jamun *« 


O00 Arh Le +, Kacey, bork Manaledora Ve % Wetkin-Williams & Co, 
Wats, Cuseizs Hamiiros, Uapheworta Mash 1 Jaques & tons, birtaloghaw 


Feb. 11, 1905, 


Watticn, Francis Maria Hi Craven st 
Warp, James, Pelsall, Staffs, in Broker Feb 27 Armstrong, Walsall 
wa 7 Heyry Ricwarp Wiitcock, Cole Park, Twickenham March 1 Down, 


Kings} rd 
Warts, Witt1am Jonny, Forde House, nr Newton Abbot, Devon, JP March 25 Bakerg 
Newton Abbot; Devon 
Weexs, Grorce Horatio, Rochester Feb 18 Basset & Blucher, Rochester 
Wiwiams, Ayw Exizasetu, Harlow Feb 28 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Wituias, Ivor Grirrita, Swansea, Engineer Feb 28 Jenkin & Co, Swansea 
ve Roseat Pe.t, Folkestone, Lodging house Keeper March 4 Bradley, 
Folkestone 
Witsow, Emity, Folkestone March 4 Bradley, Folkestone 
Waigut, Exizasetu, Hathern Turn, nr Loughborough March 13 Slater, Loughborough 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Feb. 3. 


AEN, Jouy, Ipswich Feb 21 Fisher & Steed, Long Melford, Suffolk 

ALGER, Epwarp, Maidstone March1 Mather & Son, Liverpool f 

ALLDER, Josaua, Croydon, Draper March 9 Martin, Guidhall chmbrs, Basinghall st 
ALLEN, Taomas WHITEHEAD, Erchfont, Wilts, Farmer Feb 28 Smith, Devizes 

Bett, Sir Isaac Low Tu1ay, Northallerton, Yorks March 25 Munns & Longden, 0M 


ew 

Bevan, J a, Erith, Kent March 15 Bartlett, Bush In 

Bevitte, Rasecca, Kingston upon Thames March 17 Wheatly & Co, Stone bidgs, 
Lincoln's inn 

Biunpewi, Jonx, Wardour st, Oxford st, Gold Refiner Marchi Bird & Co, Gray’s ing 

Biunt, Artur, Dorchester, Wallingford, Oxford March 15 Cope & Co, Victoria st, 
Ww : 


estminster 
Bowen, Sazan, Gt Yarmouth Feb18 Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 
Brooxes, Jane, Twickenham March 1 Dyer, Twickenham 
Camm, Jonx, Swindon March18 Townsend & Co, Swindon 
CoLiincuaM, Josgra Witt1am, Ryder st, St James, Stock and Share Broker March % 
Burton & Co, Stonebow, Lincoln ; - 
CowrsTaBLe, Joun Gzorce, Graham av, West Ealing March 6 Rawlings & Butt, Walbrook 
Dacre, Bripcet, Wavertree, Liverpool March 3 Rudd, Liverpool 
Davies, Joun, Llandudno, ‘Tailor March 3 Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 
Dickerson, Heavert, Ringshall, Suffolk, Farmer Feb 18 Gudgeons & Vo, Stowmarket 
Emsox, Henry Heapviy, Romsey Town, Cambridge Feb 28 Lyon, Cambridge 
Fetstgzap, Mary Avy, Croft, Leicester Feb 20 Gordon & Co, Leicester _ 
FLETCHER, Bett AnmsTRoNG, Newcastle upon Tyne March7 Mather & Dickinson, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 
Goro, James, Rowley Regis, Staffs Feb 17 Hooper &Co, Birmingham _ 
GuaisyeR, Henry, Edgbaston, Birmiogham, Solicitor Maren 3 Glaisyer, Birmingham 
Goopwix, W1LL1am Ranpotrn, Southend on Sea Feb 21 Cooper Southend on Sea 
Hawpwey, Exiza Resecoa, Didsbury, Manchester March 25 Tallent & Co, Manchester 
Hayuow, Euiza Jane, Pathfield rd, Streatham March1 Kisch & Co, Barbican 
Hives, Gesvase WILLIS, Whiteball court March 4 Hives, Verulam bidgs, Gray’s inn 
Hoop, Maris Tupper, Nevern sq, Earl’s Court Marchi Leathley & Wiles, Lincoln's 
inn fi 


inn fields 
eater ames Ashton under Lyne, Lancs, Mill Manager March 25 Buckley & Co, 
Staly bri 


en Ossett, Yorks, Joiner March 4 Brook, Ossett . 
Hucues, Joszru, Liandudno, Builders’ Merchant March3 Chamberlain & Johnson, 
Liandudno 


Huntox, Manta, Hastings March 20 Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 

Jerversoy, Saran, Hensingham, nr Whitehaven Feb16 Thompson, Whitehaven 

Jounson, James, Albion grove, Stoke Newi March 15 Bartlett, Bush In 

Jounson, ac Rozesr, t+ Yarmouth, Smackowner Febi8 Burton & Son, Gt Yar- 

mout 

Joynzs, Tuomas Esenezer, Wattle Flat, New South Wales, Miner Muy 15 Henlen, 

Bathurst, New South Wales : 

Jowett, Anruur, Mellor, Derby March 25 Marriott & Co, Manchester 

Kapwit, Grorce, Sevenoaks March 15 Bartlett, Bush In 

KELSALL, Dinan, Castleford, Yorks April1 Wilson, Castleford 

Kent, Jase, Ipswich March 16 Bartlett, Bush In 

Lampert, Ricnarp Brake, Freemantle, Southampton March 17 Coxwell & Pope, 

Southampton . 

Large, Encar Normay, Reedham, Norfolk Feb 28 Johnson, Lowestoft 

Maincay, Emma ExizasetH, Tewkesbury Feb 21 Thompson & Co, Carey st, 

Lincoln's inn d 

Matos, Witu1amM Dawes, Oxford and Cambridge mans, Hyde Park March 10 Merriman 
& Co, King’s Bench walk, Tem 


s a: » walk, le 
Marsy, Jaye, Lincola Mareh1 Brogden, Lincoln 
Martsews, Hexry, Queen’s gdns, Bayswater March 25 Lamb & Co, Ironmonger In 
Mean, Joux, Nunhead, Com i March 15 Bartlett, Bush In 
seanei~ ~ ~~ een Samuz, Lancaster rd, Belsize Park March 3 Kershaw, Holborn 
iaduct 


Mippiessoox, Wiiu14m, Allerton, Bradford March 31 Hutchinson & Sons, Bradford 

Mo.uer, Mantua Srorvogp, Chorlton cum Hardy, Manchester March 8 Hinde & Co, 

Manchester 

Onuunov, Tuxovore, Paignton, Devon March1 Richardson, Brighouse 

rane, cue, Enfield, Solicitor March 10 Merriman & Co, King’s Bench walk, 
Temp! 


Rosser, Gzoroz, Lincoln March 25 Burton & Co, Stonebow, Lincoln 

Sewer, Fave Hewny, Bush In, Builder March 15 Bartlett, Bush In 

Sarre, Wiii1au Hewny, Burslem, Staffs, Electrical Engineer March 25 Lowe & Auden, 
Burton on Trent 
Brxicut, Joum, Leeds, Innkeeper March 6 Middleton & Sons, Leeds 

Srencen, AnwoLp Joun, Commercial rd East, Whitechapel March 25 Aston, Gresham 
House, Old Broad st 

Sruraass, Joxatuan, Kingsteignton, Devon March 1 Hacker & Co, Newton Abbot, 


on 
Bwas, Bev Cuantes Teoitore, Suusthorpe Hall, Lincs March 25 Burton & Co, Stone- 
bow, Lincoln 


Tewant, Eowanp Lawsox, Rame March 20 Fraser & Bon, Dean st, Soho sq 
Tavsven, Groner Francis, W March 15 Bartlett, Buxh In 

Touiemacny, Bight Hon Wivenauam Faxpenic Baron, Peckforton Castle, Chester March 
3 Peake & Co, Bedford row 

Tuony, Witiitam, Hickling, Norfork, Farmer Veb16 Wurton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 
Vavonan-Rovericn, Tuomas, Vitzgeorge av, West Kensington March 10 Micklem & 
Hollingworth, Gresham st 

Vicxens, Bawsamin, Lincoln March 26 Burton & Co, Stonebow, Lincoln 

Vincest, Wisz1an, Reading, Coach Builder March 6 Brain & brain, Reading 

Vinsox, Wiissam, Orpington, JP March 15 Bartlett, Bush In 

Warn, Cuantus, Brighton Feb 26 r, Prighten 

Wen, Jann, Longlands Park, Sidcup rch 15 Bartlett, Bush In 

Wises, Vaancus Carvusuinz, Porchester ter, Hyde Park March 14 Field & Co, 
Lincoln's inn \ 
Waareos Konent Hanuy, Lyndhurst, Bouthampton, Pony Keeper March 26 Gilleon, 


Wovenovss, Lavesa Kuizanernu Anne Tuoawton, Beaufort gins, Kensington March 6 
T & Pym, Vrederick’s pl, O14 Jewry 





Woongeos, re Gibraltar walk Bethnal Green, Cane Deulor Marchi Orowntleld & Co, 


tale’ al ll ai a a. a aa oe 





’ 1905, 


—= 
sal] 

arch 1 Dows, 
h 25 Baker & 


r 
Strand 


nsea, 
4” Bradley, 


Loughborough 


singhall st 
izes 


Longden, Old 


Stone bldgs, 


’o, Gray’s ing 
», Victoria st, 


er March 3 
tt, Walbrook 
ludno 
Stowmarket 
e 
n, Newcastle 
mingham 
m Sea 
Manchester 
2 


ray’s inn 
3, Lincoln's 


kley & Co, 


< Johnson, 


1 & Pope, 


Carey st, 


Merriman 


rer In 
» Holborn 


radford 
nde & Co, 


ch walk, 


& Auden, 


Gresham 
n Abbot, 
), Stone- 
aT 
r March 


ith 
cklem & 


1 & GW, 
Gilleon, 
March 6 
ld & Co, 


Feb. 11, 1905. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


[Vol. | 49.) 267° 








—_— 
|, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Feb. 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Auprep, ALY 3 Rowsoruam, Knaresborough, Insurance 
Manager York Pet Nov16 Ord Jan sv 

Bagser, AntHuR Josern, Derby, Market Gardener Derby 
Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

a Witu1am, Gainsborough, Farmer Lincoln Pet 

an 31 Ord Jan 31 

cee. JOSEPH, — Leeds, Clothier Leeds Pet 
Jan27 Ord Jan 

Bexazon, Brnor i Liverpool, Dealer in Oriental 
Goods Liverpool Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 

Boss. J, Seven Sisters rd, Holloway, Refreshment Room 

Keeper High Court Pet Oct11 Ord Jan 31 

CATTERALL, JAMES, Chorlton on Medlock, Traveller Man- 
chester Pet Jansl Ord Jan 31 

Cuvecnitt, Grorce, Boscombe, Bournemouth, Baker 
Poole Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 


Davis, Francis Epwin, Frome, Somerset, Insurance Agent 
Frome Pet Feb 1 Ord Febl 

DAWES ——y Sheffield, Tailor Sheffield Pet Jan 31 
0 

Evans, Davip TeGwett, o~ E Gaenn, Grocer Car- 
marthen Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 30 

Forp, RicHARD, hill, Birmingham, Brassfounder 
Birmingham Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 

Gorrtirre, Bernarp, Newcastle on cyne, Clothier New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 

wag sy eed Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Jan 31 
Ord Jan 3: 

Haines, ll 8t. John’s hill, oy ~ Butcher 
Wandsworth Pet Jan30 Ord Jan 30 

Hau, Fey Clerkenwell close, Job Master High Court 

an 


27 Ord Jan 30 
Hans, Cuan, Hopetown, Darlington, Fish Dealer 


on Tees Pet Jan31 Ord Jan 31 
Hazgor, Herserr J, Undercliffe rd, Lewisham, Builder 
Greenwich Pet Dee2 Ord Jan 3i 
Horxins, Toomas, Market sq, Tunstall, Licensed Victualler 
Hanley Pet Jan Ww Ol Provish - - 
Hvueues, Taomas, Liverpool, Provision Merchant Liverpool 
Pet Jani9 Ord Fep1 
Jezves, Cuartes Carter, Bishops Stortford, Potato 
— oo _ Jan yh hag he » 
Joxes, CHARLES JosErH, Upper st, —™ Rete er 
High Court Pet Feb a a Feb ¥ 
Katz, Jack, Richmond 
Warehouseman igh Court ee uly a nn Ord am 
Kisset, Francors, Do by + enna Caterer a 
Court Pet Jan 31 a> 
Lawrerp, Ernest, Harcourt 9 Luton, Estate Agent 
Luton Pet Feb1 Ord Febl 
Laypav, Henry, King’s st, Hammersmith, Tailor High 
Court Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 
Miatt, Gover Henry,Cosham, Hants Portsmouth Pet 
Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 
Muuza, Josrrn, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Haulier Bir- 
mingham Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 
Mitcue.., AL¥YRED, sents Yorks, Printer Dewsbury 
Pet Janié Ord Jan 3 
Neisox, Henry _ teva Dover st, Piccadilly High 
Court Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 
Parker, ALyrep Ernast, Air st, Regent st High Court 
Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 
Pertit, Watrer Scort, Walsham le Willows, Suffolk 
= Dealer Bury 8t Edmunds Pet Jan 28 Ord 
an 28 
Bavter, Grornar Brooxs, Godalming eaten, Hotel 
Keeper @uildford Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 
Sanvers, Epwanrp, » Peeatane, Furniture Dealer Aberdare 
Pet Jan20 Ord Feb 1 
Scaivener, ARTHUR, pay Joun Scrivener, Sparkbrook 
: ea, Bakers Birmingham Pet Jan 30 Ord 
an 30 
Suzrrarp, WiLLiAM Braix, Newport, —, Fruit Merchant 
Newport, Mon Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 
Suru, Anruur Georcr, Downham, io Cattle Dealer 
helmsford Pet Oct4 Ord Jan 30 
Sur, Exnest Epmunp, Chesterfield, Tobacconist Chester- 
field Pet Jan21 Ord Jan 28 


8re.vox, Joun Brart, Northwich, Grocer Crewe Pet 
Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 
Sreverson, Ciuark, Crosland Moor, Joiner Huddersfield 
Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 
Sroxvis, Lucigsy, Cranworth gdns, piteine, Cigar Merchant 
High Court’ PetJan 14 Ord Jan 
ge t+ & Co, Telegraph st High Court Pet Jan3 Ord 
an 30 
Tuomas, WitiiAm Goran, Blaenclydach, Clydach Vale, 
Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 
Townsenn, Wititam Waren, Dulwich, Tea Dealer High 
Court Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 30 
Want, oe Anrnun, Kast India av, Leadenhall st 
Kast India Agent High Court Pet Jan 80 Ord Jan 30 
Warrroxp, Ricuarp Groner, Liscard, Commission Agent 
Birkenhead Pot Jan 16 Ord Jan 30 
ILLAKD, Cuantes Gaanruam, Hastings, House Furnishers’ 
Assistant Hastin Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 80 
Wittams, Tuomas, Merthyr 'T’ vail, Innkeeper Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan x 
Wiis, Winuiam Joun ivangien, _ Sohoolmaster 
Leominster Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 
Wont, Gronos, Francia rd, Hay Bille, Worcester, Coal 
er Birmingham Pot Jan 80 Ord Jan 30 
Youxa, Kousnr, Beaton Delaval, fortienpberent, Joiner 
Newoastle on Tyne Pot Jan 31 Ord Jan 3: 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gasette of Jan 24); 


Nayvon, Rowe, Birmingham, Outfitter Birmingham Pet 
Deold Onl Jan ie 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALLIED ar agas 3 Propvc 
Merchants Feb 13 at 12 Ok Hee , View ee st, 


Armstronc, Cartes, Portobello, Willenhall, Staffs, 
Licensed Victualler Feb 10 at 12 Off Rec, Wolver- 

Anyort, Marcarst, and Cuag.oTre Arnott, Bridlington, 
Yi house Keepers Feb "13 at 4 74, 
Newborough, Scarboro' 


Beaumont, WILLIAM, , Farmer Feb 14 at 12 
31, Silver st, Linco! 
Beprorp, Josgeru, Holbeck, Leeds, Clothier Feb 15 at 11 
Off Ree, 22, Park row, 
BirkinsHAw, Watrer Founrarx New Clee, Gt Grimsby, 
Tailor Feb 14 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, 


Grimsby 

Bovutp, Georcz Henxry, Wolverhampton, Cab Proprietor 

Feb 17 at 1130 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

BrassettT, Joun WiLL14m, Yardley Gobion, Northampton, 
Baker Fcb 18at 11.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northamp- 


Grorce Ewspgrson, 
Feb 16 at 9.30 Off 


Custeienr 

Buonsr', Perigo Glos, Fruiterer Feb 11 at 
12 rd, Gloucester 

Busu, J san “Gites ay Holloway, eo me 
Keeper Feb 14 at 12 Bankruptcy b 

CATTERALL, JAMES, edlock, » eeeten: 
Travelier Feb llatii Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Criemesua, Jonxn CHAPMAN, jun, Leek, Staffs, Travelling 
Draper Feb 16 at12 Off Rec, 23, King Edward st 
Macclesfield 


Coorer, Gane Tiel. Cele aaa, Essex, Baker Feb 24 at 
ul 

Comment on oe aen Oe Staffs, Commission Agent Feb 
M4atill Off Rec, ‘Wolverhampton 

Greep, Emity Kare, Whitmore Reans, Wolverhampton 
Feb 14 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Hatt, Jouy, Clerkenwell close, Job Master Feb 13 at 11.30 


st 
Horxins, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler 
Feb i8at3 North Stafford E Hotel, dtoke upon Trent 
JELLY, Fat pen Maidenhead, Painter Feb 14 at 3 14, 


KirkLanpD, ALEXANDER Laina, nr pond on Sea, Essex, 
Pain Feb 13 at3 14, Bedford ro 

Kirk.anp, Groras, Ashichag, Derby, a Feb 11 at 
11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, 

eS Agruue E, } Tne ~ st, Solicitor Feb 13 
at 12 5 

Manners, WILt1AM, 

8, King st, Norwi 


—< 12.30 Off 
ALFRED ENRY, Willenhall, Staffs, Grocer 
Feb 17 at i Off reagan, Wolverham: 
eer - BELL, WILLIAM, Ee Baker Febllatl 


8, 

, 

Moors, Isaac Joun, Ceding m 
Feb 13 at 11 Off Rec, ridge st, Sorthampton 

Nortucore, Jonn WiLu1am, Gt Grimsby, Grocer’s Manager 
Feb 14 at 11.30 Off Ree, 15, a st, Gt Grimsby 

Perrit, Water Scort, Walsham le Willows, Suffolk, 
Fowl Dealer Feb li at 12 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

ie Grorce, Croydon, Baker Feb 15 at ir Bankruptcy 


y st 
mS Regs, Sérereeet, Rg Broker Feb 
16 at 10.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Rosertson, Perer, Plover st, eed WwW ick Feb 15 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Ross, ALFRED, een sted ldat 11,30 24, Railway 
app, London Bridge ‘ 
Roustox, Francis Franx, Grantham, wey nat Assistant 
Feb 15 at 12 Off Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
POueoe, Raraan, ln, nd Baker Feb 15 at 2.30 


‘ord, Builder Feb M4 at 12.30 4, 
, London 


ton 
Brooks, awenem, xt Henry 
aye 


am — 


guewe, 7 Ae 
t 


Tayior, Herngrt Sranuey, St 
Feb 18ati2 Off 

Train, Tuomas Keussy, 
Feb 11 at 11 Off Reo, ig House In Hall 

Wuirts, Groner, and Grores Aveustus MUuuss, Little- 
ham Fruiterers Feb 16 at 3 4, Pavilion bidgs, 


ton’ 
WILkrinsox, Rooms, jun, Ferry Hill, pan, ee Farm 
Manager Feb ‘Dalbot 


3at3 bot Hotel, Bishop Auckland 
Wooimer, Franc 4 Wituasm § Axruvr, 
Feb 18 at 12 . st 
Youna, Roprrt, Seaton Delaval, Northum? , Joiner 
Feb 11 at 11° Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newoastle on Tyne 


Amended notice substituted os - at petted in 
the London Gazette of a 
Oxuiry, Wituiam Rovert, Musgrave st, West Hartlepool, 
Net i wnd Tobastoniet’ Fob Gat 11 Off Ree, M4, 
Amonded notices substituted for those ublished in 
the London Gazette of Jan 


Povuuron, ay West Chapel at, Ialingtoo, Fur 
Dealer Pe bP at ll i Baakrape 


bidgs, ( 
Tense, — ms er = ~ye~ => Py at 2.90 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Banorn, Antaun Josern, Dette, Market Gardener Derby 
Pet Jan 30 Jan W 

Braument, Wirisam, Gainsborough, Farmer Lincola Pet 
Jan Ord Jan 31 

Benazon, Benon Banrray slereroael, Denker im Oriental 
Goods Liverpool Pet Fed unl Feb 1 


Bran, Winuiam Anva, 
wes 





Holcom 
Cu Tuon he Ist Nev w li pergeet at, 
MMIN® nev Wroeranouss, Liv 
Hatters Court 


Pet Nov 3s Ord Jan 


enham, Rorwich, Baker Feb il 





Davis, Faancis ie, a Insurance Agent 
Frome 
Dawes Hamer, Bh Sheffield Pet Jan 31 


Ord Jan 
Dysox, Jonx . 7 Huddersfield, Chartered 
ant Huddersfield Pet Dec 14 Ord Jan 30 
nom Srzrnen, Wheatley, Doncaster, Builder Sheffield 
ve Pet Deo 23 | % Ord Feb 1 
‘ORD, 


Pet Jan 31 ‘Ord Jan 31 
Fossery, Wiruiam Tuomas Exam, i 
London wall High Ord 
Gorruirre, Besxarp, Newcastle Tyne, 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Feb 1 (Ord Feb 1 
Gow .ayp, WILLIAM, Grocer Sheffield 
Ord Jan 31 
Harves, Harry, St John’s hill, New Wandsworth, Butcher 
andsworth Pet Jan 30 3nd Jan 0 
Haut, Frepesick Tomas wnan Smith, Falmouth, 
Cornwall na eden? “Ord Feb 1 ma 
Haze ARLES, Darlington, Dealer 
tH ty Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 
Jones, CHARLES ss Upper st, Islington, Photographer 
i mata ia et web 1 Ord Feb 1 
RSCHBAUM ac, 8t George’s 1d, Kilburn High Court 
Pet Dec 19 Ord 


Jan 31 

mg 2A, st, Bloomsbury, Caterer High 
Court Pet Jan 31 —— Jan 31 

OM EDT Agent Luton Pet Feb 

Lanpavu, Henry, Ki st, Hammersmith, Tailor High 

Court Pet Feb1 Feb1 

Litcurretp, Artuurs Esasmus, Gracechurch st, Solicitor 

Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 31 

Miatt, Gover Henny, Cosham, Hants Portsmouth Pet 
Jan Ord Jan 30 

Miter, Josern, Edgbaston, Haulier Birmingham Pet 
Jan3i OrdJangi ; 

Moontr, Isaac Jouy, Sar 93 Beds, Licensed Victualler 
Luton Pet Jan l4 Feb 1 

More as, Gairriru Bess amin, and Astuv a= Wises 
i , Hotel Keepers Bangor Pet Dec 15 Ord 

‘eb 1 


Myers, Metaxcrnon Tuacksay, Company 
Preston 


Court ve Seger ‘an 27 


Pet Jan 31 


Blackpool, 
Netsox, Heyry Brw a —_ eo Pema y High 
iN, ’ 
0 Wis a Deakolm Mill, Hassendean, Rox. 
Liver, WILLIAM, ur 
North Britain, Farmer Carlisle Pet Jan 5 


Pertit, Water Scorr, Waisham le Willows, Suffolk, Fowi 
Dealer St Edmunds Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 23 
Poyisovsk1, a, Bt 


uddersfield, 
Pet Jan24 Ord Jan 4 
viaduct High Court 


Holborn, Merchant High 


Lupwic GorTraizp, 
June 27 Ord Jan 26 
Saarr, Hexyry Warts, High 
Court gone? Ord Jan 31 rape 
Saerrarp, Witi1am Baars, —" Merchant 
Newport, Mon Ret Jan St Ont Jan 
Srvciars, James, = Pet Dee 17 
Ord Jan 31 
Sretrox, Joux Baartr, Northwich, Grocer Nantwich and 
Crewe Pet Jan30 Ord Jan 30 


Srevensox, CLARK. udderstield, Jai 
Builder Hf Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 38 
Sraower, Jean Jacques, Clifton st, 
High Court Pet Dec % Ord Jan 31 
Tuomas, Wiitiam Groner, Clydach Vale, 
Glam, Collier Pet i Ord Jan 31 
We k, Fervixaxp Anruve, Bast India av, Leadenhall st, 
East India Agent Court Pet Jan'30 Ord Jan 3 
— Innkeeper Merthyr 
Wiis, Witiram Jonx, Ivington, Leominster, Schoolmaster 
Leominster Pet Feb 


Febi Ord Fedi 
Warent, Mavaice Dawsox Bookseller 
Preston Pet Jan1i Ord Jan 20 


Ta, Wituax Joss, 


: Court wh tf Ord Jan St 
ounc, Ronest, Dela orthumberiand, Joiner 
Newcastle 


on Tyne Pet Jan 31 (Ord Jan 31 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 15 : 
Provision Dealer 


a 


Amended notice substituted for that published im the 
Landon Gazette of Jan IT: 


i Many, Grantham, Schoolmistress 
Pot Jan 13. Oni Jan 13 soit 55) 
Leadon Gasette.—Tunsvar, Fed T. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Anxwatert, Hues Evans, and Roasts, Mania Conners, 

.» House Decorators Gr toh «=Pet Pedi 
Ord Fed 1 
Buoop, Nepruxs Wittiax, Paris High Court Pet Nov 8 


Ord Fed 2 
Breyrxans, wipes oe a) - Qrocer 
Buaxiay, Reve a 2 Seardorough, Parmer 
pet Fed 2 Ord Feb 2 
Durves, Ravean, Granted Se High Court Pet Nov 2 


Auneat Rronanp, Waketted, Mechanic Wake- 
Fedd Ord Ped 4 


Rollonnaa 





Caapwe 


CARranter, Springtied, Skewea, ar 
“Neath, ‘Ataven Pa Ped Unt 


Feb 4 
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CHIPrERFIELD, ALFRED Ricuarp, Woking, Grocer Guild- 
ford Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 

Cox, Exxest, 4 1B. 4 Bournemouth, Fancy Dealer 
Poole Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 

pE VOLDERE. een, Ossington st, Bayswater, Dress- 
maker Court Pet Feb2 Ord Feb2 

Daiver, Jonas, Colne, Lanca, Plumber Burnley Pet Feb 
2 Ord Feb2 


Evans, Danret, Brecon, Solicitor Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
May 17 Ord Feb 2 


Evaxs, Daniev, Brecon, Solicitor Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
June 29 Ord Feb 2 


Evans, Daxiet, Brecon, Solicitor Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
Dec Feb 2 

Frumer, Mascaret Exvizaners, ae, Boot Factor 
Edmonton Pes Feb3 Ord Feb 

Firzrataicx, Patrick, Dalston In, Contractor High Court 
Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 

Gzttmay, Meyer, Manchester, Draper Manchester Pet 
Janil Ord Feb3 

Govutp, Water Kay, Bottom o’ th’ Moor, Oldham, 
Licensed Victualler’ Oldham Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 3 

Gairritas, Joux, Cwmaman, Aberdare, Colliery Labourer 
Aberdare Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 

a aan, Halifax Halifax Pet Jan 20 Ord 

e 


Hargis, A E, Whitton rd, Hounslow, Builder Brentford 

Pet Dec 20 Ord Feb1 

Hepcer, E A, Hatton garden, wy in Precious Stones 
High Court Pet Jan 13 Ord Feb3 

Hott, Freep, Stretford, Lancs, Fruit Salesman Manchester 
Pet Feb 3 Ord Feb 3 


Hovesox, Gzorcz Haznis, Northampton Northampton | 


Pet Dec 31 Ord Feb 4 

Hesrer, Cracpr | hl King’s rd. Camden Town, 
= Victualler High Court Pet Jan 16 Ord 
e 


Hustiey, Warrer Cuartes, Commercial st High Court 
Pet Oct 22 Ord Feb3 

Joxzs, Joux Trusiove, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks, 
Plumber Middlesbrough Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 

Ksicat, Hzxry Maystsc, Fell st, Wood st, Manufacturer 
of Fancy Goods High Court Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 

a — 4 Piper, Yafforth, nr Northallerton Northaller- 

et Jan18 Ord Feb3 

eae ee Co, D, Bow In, Blouse Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Jan12 Ord Feb1 

Morrisos, Witt1am Raz, Croydon Croydon Pet Ord 1 
Ord Feb1 


NiGuHTINGALL, Agruvr, Epsom, Jock Croyd Pet 
Feb2 Ord Feb2 - pe ‘ 
Pixsox, Cuaries Exocu, Willenhall, Staffe, Brass Founder 
Ww Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 
Power, FG, King William 
Bept™ 16 Ord Feb1 
Rezs, Joux A.reep, ee Glam Merth dfil 
Re oa wag | A=g- mT 
wsox, Hexer, New Cleeth Gt Grimsb t 
12 Ord Feb? oe a ae oe 


5. Orro, Idol In High Court Pet Dec 24 Ord 
Scort, Gzorcz pee, Colchester High Court Pet 


Jan9 Ord Feb 
Susemas, Govrazy Hewes , Mincing In, Bookkeeper 


Pet Feb 2 Ord Feb 2 
Sorz, Axzruve, 


Swanton Farm, Littlebourne, Farmer 
Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 4 
Sraiscerz, Warten, Bradford 
Feb2 


Bradford Pet Feb 2 Ord 
Scmuezs, Feaxx J, Holland pk High Court Pet , 

2% Ord Feb2 eb _— ots 
Taree, Ee, Cawood, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Feb1 


Wate, bay ed K ton, De 
ay oe ingsteign evon Exeter Pet 
Rotherham, Grocer Sheffield Pet 


Witcox, Bovezr Joux, 
Jan 2 Ord Feb2 
Wane, errs, Po ay Mills, Launceston Plymouth 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Ksorr, as, Moles WB, Stirling st. Montpelier sj, Officer High 
Pc Mov 16,1904 Ord Feb1 
VIBST MEETINGS. 


Aiverp, Atverp Rowsornam, Stonefall Grange, Knares- 
Yorks, Insurance Manager Feb 1 C 
j Be, Te Bed Corin, Dre Duncombe pl. York ca an 
entos, Wittiax eae a os Contextio t 
16 at ~d Baskin cemubes, Cospeuntion o, Ba 
Secssenen, | Eu, Manley, Stalls, Boaten 
Od Rar, Heseass ‘Mote 4, an Feb 16 atll 
Bexsus, Wittae Oncan Greatv, Small Heath, Warwick, 
Grocer Feb i5at1l Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation 


a, 
Bison, Nerrusz is au, Paris Feb ® at 11 Bank- 
Bankruptcy 


Caamrect siz Witutam, Bristol, Newragent Feb 15 at 
cma Wa iti "Fecitlonest bo a 
» WALTER, " © x et 
1140 Off Kec, 47, Full a, Derby” photic: 
mmbe,Garlener Yeb 21 


Comun, Vervruwx Gum, Titreccnabe 
D — 4; Met, 
avine, Dax avi » Carmasthon, ) 
. b- Of Hine, 4, Gowen m Grocer Veb 15 at 
aviet, Jones Verorszics ania, Abertil 
Veb ib at 12 1%, Bigh , Morty: Tyagh 
Davia, Vasco Low aen, rome, Ineurance Agent Yeb a ) 
at i2 Off Kec, B, Paldwin st, Bri ae 
Dn Vovwven, Crannecn, ( Kayewater, Dress- 


Va 7 ti Baukruyuy tee, Carey wt 


ruytcy bidgs, Carey 
Borrox, Revers, _feasitont hill Feb 16 at 11 


| on, 
st, Builder High Court Pet 


ErcueE.ts, Wituiam Epwakrp, Bakall Heath, mp 
Greep "8 Feb 17 at 11 Ruskin chmbrs 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Ev — "Davip Tecwett, er “aoe, Os Grocer Feb 15 

12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Firzvatrick, Patrick, Dalston In, paces, , Contractor 
Feb 16 at 12 Bankruptcy bidge. | Carey st 

F.iowirt, Stepney, Doncaster, Builder Feb 15at12 Off 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Getiman, Meyer, Meatete, Draper Feb 15at230 Off 

" at, oches' 

Gorr.irFre, Bernarv, Newcastle on Tyne, Clothier Feb 15 
atll Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Hewansile on Tyne 

Haves, pepe St John’s hill, New Wandsworth, Butcher 
Feb 15 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Hatt, Freperick Tuomas, Mawnan Smith, Falmouth Feb 
16 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Haruanp, Harry, Hanley, Painter Febi5ati11 Off Ree, 


Newcastle, 
Harris, CHARLES, "Hopetown Darlin . Fish Dealer 
Feb 15 at 3 Off Rec, 8 8, Albert rd, ——,.- 
Hartcuer, CHARLES, Bri House Furnisher 
Feb 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, oo eidein st, Bristol 

HEATH. . oa Sheffield, Furniture Dealer Feb 15 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Figtree in, Sheffield 

Tsnorsoy, Joux ALBERT, Wath upon Dearne, nr Rother- 
ham, Yorks, >: acne Feb 15 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
Figtree In, Sheffield 

Jacozs, Davip Atrrep, Brunswick mans, ae sq, 
Clerk Feb17 at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jowrs, Evan Tuomas, Maesteg, Glam, Collier Feb 16 at 3 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Karz, Jack, Richmond rd, Mare st, Hackney, General 
— Feb 20 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

Mostacue MagsHart, 


8 arey st . . 
meeting, Commission 
Agent Febi6at3 14, Bedford 


KELSEY, 

KisseL, FRANcoOls, Doughty st, Bloomsbury , Caterer Feb 17 
at 2.80 Baukruptcy b ldgs, Carey st 

Levene, Sypvey, Leicester, Financier Feb 15 at 12 Off 

Berridge st, Leicester 

Lizw ELLIN, Isaac, Newport, Mon Feb 15at11 Off Rec, 
Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Miaut, Gover Henry, Cosham, Hants Feb 16 at3 Off 
Rec, Cambridge june, High st, Portsmouth 

Mircue.t, Aurrep, Morley. Yorks, * Printer Feb . at 11 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbur 

Myszixe, CHARLES Egxest, Hanley,Carpenter Feb ie at 12 
Off Ree, Newcastle, Staffs 

Naywor, Harey, Stoke upon a, eae Dealer Feb 16 at 
11.30 Off Ree, Newcastle, Si 

ae i Hexry Brw ATER, Done a st, Piccadilly Feb 17 at 

2 ‘Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Emmayvurt Heyry, Buckland Newton, Dorset, 

Farmer Feb 15 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, End- 
less st, hry 

Ouiver, Witu1am, Denholm Mill, nr Hassendean, Rox- 
b North Britain, Farmer Feb 17 at12 Off Rec, 
34, “isher st, Carlisle 

Parker, ALFRED cag Air st, Regent st Feb 20 at il 
Carey st 

William st, Builder Feb 22 at 2.30 


Pye, bf ay SurcTer Shefticld, Accountant Feb at 1 
Off Figtree In. in, Bhetfield 
— Orr0, Idol In Feb 20 at 230 Bankruptc7 bldgs, 
rey 

Scort, GzoRGE Peeenen, Colchester Feb 20at12 Bank- 
ruptecy bldgs, Carey st 

Suarmayx, Goprrezy Hew tert, Mincing In, Bookkeeper Feb 
22 at'11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Swiru, Exyest Evuvunpv Tobacconist Feb 17 
at 1 as 1) 

Soe. AzTuunz, Swanton Farm, Littlebourne, Kent, Farmer 
Feb 16 at 9 Off Rec, 68, Castile at, Cantert yury 

Sriczr, Epwix, North Worple Way, Mortlake, Builder 
Feb 17 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Srastos, Josian, .Webing, Bows 4 Agent Feb 17 at 11.00 
24, Railway app, L 

STEVENBON, CiaBk eee Huddersfield, Builder 
Feb 16'st 3. Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, Huddersfield 

S8roxvis, err Cranworth gins, tee 
Feb 1 2.80 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Srowes, pak. JAMES, Fontes, Staffs, Baker Feb 15 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Newcastle, Staffs 

Sraiscer, Waren, Bradford Feb 16 at 3 Off Rec, 20, 

, Bradford 

Summuens, Fe2anx J, Holland Park avy Feb 22at12 Bank- 

ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Pow ey, FG, 


Tayvor, Atrrep Joux, Erdington, Warwick, Grocer Feb 
17 at 12 Buskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Bir- 


mingham 
Tarion, Henny, Cawood, Yorks, Farmer Feb i5at3 Off 
», The Bed House, ‘Duncombe pl, York 
Taywon, Tuomas, Lower Town, ye fiesetees, 
Tucnas & Co, Felogroph & Vor e ate te 
nomuas & Co, Te ma Feb 16 at 11 kru 
bldgs, ( Carey at Dey 
Tuouss, Wittiam Groncv, Blaenclydach, Sivtet Vale, 
Collier Feb 16 at 12 155, High st , Merthyr 


Ty 

Timms, Gronoe Wittsau, Bridpe Veterinary Surgeor 
Feb 15 at 1 Off Bee ity chi, Radios o wt, Balisbury 

Towsszsy, Wittiam Bert, Dulwich, 2 ue Dealer Feb 
16 at 2.40 Vankruptey bi bidgs, ¢ cn = 

Vickerman, Wisstau, K Contractin 
Joiner Feb 1b at 11 OM Kec, riot Rae in, Hull 

Wass ave, 3 Rowers Kipenicigntce, Devon Feb 16 at 2.0 

Rec, 9. Bedford circus, Exeter y : J 

Giana | Pasvesic oe souiey Veb 16 at 1140 2, 
Railway app, Le 

Wertt, Peaviraxy yp reicd. K, 4 Ind 
Kan I 


ia av, Leadenhall wt, 
- Agent Feb 17 at il r ‘bldg 


” Bouheupter bidge, 








Wiiiiams, Eva, I, Saddler Feb 15 at 1.30 50 Bi 
Ho 


Vamm, rll Merthyr Tydfil, Innkeeper 
1 85, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Agkwricut, Huce Evans, and Rosixa Manta Cottiys, 
Blackheath, Kent, House Decorators Greenwich Py 
Feb1 Ord Feb 1 


Bass, Ww A eee rd, Clapton High Court PetDe 
30 3 

Brextyvatt, Wituiam ELIJAn, ne, Grover 
Middiesbrough Pet Feb2 Ord 

Borwiey, Rvurvus, Burniston. or sd Farmer 

borough Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 

CarvweELL, ALBERT Dagnem, + pees Mechanic Wake. 
field Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 

Carpenter, FREDERICK, ‘Higher Springfield, Skewen, a 
Neath, Rollerman in Tinplate Works Neath and 
Aberavon Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

CaATTERALL, James, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester 
Traveller Manchester Pet Jan 31 Ord "Jan 31 

Carrrerririp, ALFRED Ricnarp, Woking, Grocer Guild. 
ford Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Cox, Ernest, Boscombe, Bournemouth, China Dealer 
Poole Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 

De Voupers, CLemenxce, Ossington st, Ba pate, Dress* 
maker High Court Pet Feb 2 Ord Fe 

Driver, Jonas, Colne, Lancs, Plumber Burnley Pet 
Feb2 Ord Feb 2 

Frrzprarrick, Patrick, Dalston In, Contractor High Cout 
aet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 

Goutp, Waiter Kay, Bottom o” th’ Moor, Oldham, 
Licensed Victualler Oldham Pet Feb 3 Ord Feb3 

Grirritus, Joun, Cwmaman, Aberdare, Colliery Labourer 

Aberdare Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 

Hitt, Hervert Faeperick, Cliftonville, Margate, Dental 
Surgeon High Court Pet Dec 13 Ord Feb 3 

Homes, Witi1am. Gvole, Colliery Agent Waketicla Pet 
Dec 23 Ord Feb 2 

—— wae Smithfield Market, Mensbertee, Fruit Sales- 

Manchester Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 3 

Sanu, Ropert Scort, Whitley Bay, Northumberland, 
Solicitor Newcastle on Tyne Feb Nov 24 Ord Febi 

Jeeves, CHagLes Carter, Bishops Stet, Potato Bales 
man Hertford Pet Jan31 Ord Jan3 

Jo, Jouy Sumptiox, Bucklersbury, iS Prcmoter 

igh Court Pet Aug 25 Ord Feb 3 

dee Joun TrusLove, Saltburn by Sea, Plumber Middles- 
brough Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 

Joyyer, Artuur, Three Colts In, Bethnal Green, China 
Dealer High Court Pet Dec3 Ord Feb3 

Le Granp, Witsaas Brovz, Brewer st, Regent st High 
Court Pet Nov1 Ord Feb1 

MERRALL, ah MackeEnziz, Shephe rd’s Bush rd, Dentist 
High Court Pet Dec 29 Ord Feb 3 


Feb 17at 
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MARIA Coutiys, 
Greenwich Pet 
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wircustt, Aurrep James, Northampton st, Bethnal Green. 
Public house Owner ‘High Court Pet Nov 16 Ord 


Feb 2 
Monsi00% Wy tiutan Raz,*Croydon Croydon Pet Feb 1 


a ee James, Southsea. Carriage Proprietor 
= Portsmouth Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 3 , 
NIGHTINGALL, =, Epsom, Jockey Croydon Pet 
Feb2 Ord Feb 
PHOENIX, a oll pk, Church End, Finchley, Builder 
Barnet Pet Dec 21 Ord Feb2 
Pivsoy, tC B. Exoou, New rd, Willenhall, Staffs, Brass 
Founder Wolverhampton Pet Feb 8 Ord Feb3 
3, Joun AtFreD, Talybryn, Pontlottyn, Glam Merth 
Ber aal Pet Feb’ Ord Feb $ ni 
RENDALL, a Wecenisae, , ton rd, Brixton. 
Skirt Mal ker High Court Pet Jan 34 Ori Feb 2 
RicarDs, Frankuin Tuomas Granv. Park cres, Portland 
. isher High Court Pet Nov 16 Ord Feb 2 
Rotts, Sipyey Hewry, Southend on Sea Chelmsford Pet 
Janii Ord Feb 2” 
Scrivenre, Arravr, and Joun Scrivener, Sparkbrook, | 
— iogham, 
Feb 2 


Saarman, Goprrey Hew tert, aie ln, Book-keeper 


High Court Pet Feb2 Ord F 
Simoy, 
Pet 22 Ord F 


Sura, Exne:t Epmunp, eee. 3 Derby, Tobacconist | 


Chesterfield Pet Jan21 Ord F 


Sore, AnTHUR, Swanton Farm, yh dl Kent, Farmer | 


Canterbury Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 4 


Srerscze, Wa ter, Bradford Bradford Pet Feb 2 Ord | 
eb 2 


Taytor, Henry, Cawood, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Feb 
1 Ord Feb 1 





Bakers Birmingham Pet Jan 30 Ord 


eb 2 | 
APHAEL, Bell LY Spitalfields, Baker High Court | 
Dec 2 | 





ee Water J. a, Norton, Glos, Farmer Gloucester 
Tu oo yo rio am, Butcher’ 
PPER, ERT WORTH, ui 's 
Croydon Pet Nov28 Ord Jan ria 
Wauune, Rosert, Ki My Devon Exeter Pet 
Feb 3 Ord 


Feb 3 
Cuargtes GRANTHAM, Hastings, House 
s Assistant Hastings Pet Jan 30 Oid 


Feb 2 
Wittiams, Epwix, Town Mills, Launceston Plymouth 


Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 


Wittarp, 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to | 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 

Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxicirors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SoLicriToRs’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 28s. ; Foreign, 30s.4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s. 

Volumes bound at the Ofice—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 58. 6d. 











PUMP AT WORK. 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


Earl Fitzhardinge. w. Se, | Esq. 
Lord Gifford. Ear! Scarboroug! 
eae a iciet (Monaco). | Hon D. Warin 
4 r Edwa: et (Monaco). | Hon aring. 
MERRY WEATHER. LOXDON Sidney Harrison, Bsq.. J.. | Sir Phillip Egerton. 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “ VALIANT perenne Wilberforce Bryant, Bag. | Miss A. de Rothschild, 


Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 829». 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. 


The ‘* VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS rare — 


A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., & 


THE KING. 











THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


(TUITION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 
ORALLY (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE, | 

Entrics can now be received for the following Classes : 

For the JUNE SOLICITORS’ INTE — DIATE AND 
FINAL commencing the first week in 

For the OCTOBER BAR EX AMINA RATIONS, 
mencing the first weck in May 

For the NOVEMBER SOLICITORS’ EXAMINA- 
TIONS, commencing the first week in June. 

For particulars of othor Classes and -rnand information 
apply to the Sacarrany, 1, Old Serjeanta’-inn, W.C. 


AW. — Wanted, Experienced Clerk to 

4 Schedule and look after Deeds and Papers and to do 

Copying and General solivitor’s Offiee Work; thoroughly 

trustworthy —Reply, A. &., cave of Cox & Suns, New- 
court-gateway, Linc sins ian, W.C, 


] AW.—-Wauted, by a London (ity) Firm 
4 of Solicitors, Experienced Managing Clerk (unad 
mitted), fur Litigation, Write, stating age, qualification, | 
lary, &o, to P, a, R., care of Messra. Deacon’ «, Leaden- 
hall-atreet,, EO, 


ARTNERSHIP Offered t» Young Gentle- 

man of moans desirous of Learning the Protosion of 

Mechanical Kogineor, —- Box 755, care of “ Solicitors’ 
Journal" Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C, 


} 
com- | 





| 








| Aide 


_BGat AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE OFFIVE. 
No, 10, Fixer-staser, Loxpox, EC. 
10th February, 1905. 
Notice ts uereey aiven that the ANNUAL GENERAL 
MEETING of the Society will be held at this Office on 
‘Tuxspay, the 28ru Freavary, 1905, at Two o'clock, 
At such Meeting six aneams in the Direction then to be 
created by the ret tation of THomas Raw ts, 





Lm .—Solicitor (Public School ; af fade 


Raga ; aged 27), five years’ experience with 
Practice, Public sppointments 
pod in "Torn or Country Otic; madera 
Chanvery-lane, W.C. ™ 


WANTED, by a Firm of West End Solici- 
in large practice, an Experienced, Non-admitted 





Business in all its branches without 
supervision, Trust and Government Duty 
Accounts ; a good salary offered to an experienced man.— 
Address Lex, eare of Anderson’s Advertising Agency, 14, 


+>. 


Oy Engrossing Clerk Requires 
Stationers ; 35s. ; 
} ae bad country ; go a= ed 6, Northall-street; 








ONVEYANCING.—A Solicitor, about to 


Final, = a@ good either in 
the North or in ion, as Convey Clerk; will 
pn lk not to duri clerkship; salary by 

yet » eare of s. Robbins, 


Billing, & Co, | 218, Strand, W. 


LD FAMILY PAPERS, DIARIES, 
DEED: &e., L gy es eg REGI3TERS 
Searched and ribed. pur- 


made in ot the UR hs * Cax 
E Solicitors’ Journal" 37, Chan‘ ery-lane, W.C. _ 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For proms 
25 per cent. will be taken off the ollowing 








2 oe 

writing a 
s. d. 

Abstracts Copied .» « © 8 per sheet. 

Briefs and Drafts «+ os 2 3 per 20 folios. 

Deeds Round Hand... ~ © 2 per folio. 

Deeds Abstracted . 2 0 per sheet. 

Full Copies «. O 2 per folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. “per sheet; Draft, $d. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


| KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 





WEST END SOLICITORS.—Fine Light 
First Floor Offices in the best part of St. James’s- 
street To Let; rent £25).—Apply to Messrs. Loxcers, 22, 
ot. James’s-street, 8.W. 





WANTED, for a large Trust Fund, Free- 
hold Grouad-rents, secured on good class 

(not weekly); the usual commission will be regured.— 
Particulars mvited by B. Percy Asrams, F.S. Sar- 
veyor and Auctioneer, 199, Belsize road, 


Kuoarn, N.W 
\LEMENT’S INN, STRAND (opposite 
Law Courts).—To Solicitors, Barrieters, Surveyors, 
&e.— Teo be Let, Several Suites of Offices im this central 





Porters lifts, electric light, end 5 Se wae liveried 
era, lifts, electric light, every con ~ Apply 
agp teen Cavypat, & Co., 3 and 4, . Chenentoln, 
Strand, W.C 





(euants INN (facing Green of Law 
Courts .— Excellent Suites To be Let in this 
oon ee ees t and ary; 

lectric light, constant supply of water, lifts 
day and nieht; rents from £40 per anwum ; a agama 

and dinners at - For further 

ticulars to Ataget Carypaur & Co. 3 ri 
Cleme.t’san, Stra 


FFICES.—Commanding Suite of Ground 
U Floor Ottiers To be Let. in Cannon-street.—Full par- 
ticulars of Messrs. Matrrurws, Marrusws, & Guopway, S, 
Bucklersbury, B.C. 








‘| O LET, Furnished, for one year from 
March 1, 1905, a small Set of Bachelwr's Chumbers, 
t, weter service, Ke ; near 
Chancery-iane, close to and Law Uourts; suit 
Solicitor, or Law Stud-nt; weekly.— 





| Keg ; Wieuiam Wititams, “ee. ; Groner Bouan Faear, 
Esg.; Ricuarp PRNNINGTON, Esq.; Rowen Wiiutama, 
Kea, ; and The Right Hon, Jonxs W. Metuor, will be | 
up. 

The , an Messrs Detorrrs, Dever, Garrrirna, & | 
| Co., alsy retire at such Moetir 

Written notice of the intention of any persoa to become, | 
or to propose, a Candidate for the Oftice of Direowr or | 


| street Without, Londoa, BC, 


Barrister, 
Address A. C. D., Bax 972, Willing's, 125, 


HOUSE FOR 6p. A DAY. — Sixpence 6 
Gay for five years will enable 10 ou to purchase a howse 





worth £300 in part of the United Kingdom. —Full par 
| Risbopsgate- 


to J. J. Ganex, 12, 


a 
thou, (M nition this paper.) 





Auditor, must be left at the Office of the Society at least | | 
ten days before the holding of the Mer ting. 
The Dirotors and Auditors retiring in rotation are | 





IFE INTERESTS,— Private gentionen, 
having lately invested 418,000 in the Purchase of Lit 





ligible for immediate re-election. 

ae mie eee. COLQUHOUN, | Some, & CT. shot abiected to: ea eet 
amaany aud Manager. | appointment m m Leeds and, with a cue Soe notice, i 

GOLICITORS' » EXAMINATIONS. — Mr. | Landon. Reply. Lava, Ierensere, care off “Gulit ore 

; bs pe - Fn Soliciter, Mn | —. 

at t . Intermediate, ‘inal 

A, ee ER ADY DETECTIVE, educated, experi- 

ticulare apply Tuomas KR.  yaeet, 38, Chancery-lane, cared, Undestales Putvate end wert ak ye 


London, 


Resuvrs ix Novewern—5 Final, 9 Inter, sat; ALL 
ASSED, 
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O.P..L PLEASURE CRUISES. 


THE ORIENT-PACIFIC LINE will despatch the 
88. ORIENT, 5,681 tons caer, 
From Marseilles, 18th March. 
To GREECE, TURKEY, ASIA MINOR, &c. 


98 DAYS for 20 Guineas and upwards. 


From Marseilles, 2ist April 

To SICILY, TURKEY, GREECE, TONIS, &e., 
9 DAYS for 15 Guineas and u upwards. 
Other Cruises Z follow. 


P. GREEN & CO.; ANDE ON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offices : FENCHURCH AVENUE. 

For Passage apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 

avenue, - ; or to West End Branch Office, 28, Cockspur- 





REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS, 
Libraries Valued or Purchased, 
A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-books 
always on on Sale. 


3, Bream’s Buildings, C Chancery Lane, E.C., 
FORMERLY OF 100, CHANCERY LANE AND CABEY STREET, 





IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. 
ENQUIRIES made i > SS ee and other rye by 

thoroughly ienced and com t men at m 
——. ‘cos srs Drawn and REGISTRATIONS 
made of every Description. WRITS 
ptt SP ROCE 88 of all kinds. TEMPORARY CLERKS, 
SHORTHAND WRITERS, and TYPISTS sent out by the 

hour or day. 
BRIDGSE & Co., 
LAW STATIONERS AND PRINTERS, 
92, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 





M2: STOCKBRIDGE, Blackburn House, 
South Lambeth-road, Londos (unadmitted), will 
undertake Confidential Inquiries. Divorce, Prepare Briefs, 
bp Conduct Special Matters for Solicitors ; Expert Settling 
Costs; reasonable terms ; unexceptionable references. 


ENTERTAINMENTS. 


LHAMBRA, ‘ENTENTE CORDIALE,’ 

the grand Ballet Divertissement, and oe THE 
YEAR ROUND. URBAN BIOSCOPE, N-MAA 
TROUPE, FOUR HARVEYS, VIOLET ELLIOTT. &e. 
7.45. URBANORA BIOSCOPE MATINEES DAILY, 
at 3.—Manager, Mr. George Beott. 





OLISEUM, Charing Cross. — Electrical 

4 Revolving Stage. Auditorium Choristers. FOUR 

PERFORMANCES EVERY DAY. TWO ALTERNATE 

PROGRAMMES. At 12 and 6 o’clock. At 3 and 9 o’clock. 
Managing Director, Oswavp Srou. 


MPIRE.—THE DANCING DOLL, New 
Fairy Divertissement, TO-NIGHT, at 10 o'clock. 
Varieties by Pape fF Performing Monkeys, Cordua and 
Mand, Marquis and Dassie’s Ponies, Stelling and Revell, 
Bud ‘Snyder, Carletta. Collins and Hart, Miss Anna 
—, Biograph Pictures. — Manager, Mr. H. J. 
TCHINS. 


ONDON HIPPODROME.— 

Managing Director, Mr. H. E, Moss. — TWICE 

DAILY, at 2and8 p.m. AN ereemneeaid OF 
UNEXAMPLED BR VCE 


ASKELYNE’S NEW HOME OF 
MYSTERY, St. George’s Hall, adjoining the Queen’s 
Hall.—THE COMING RAC , founded upon Lord Lytton’s 
weird novel, beautiful and startling magical effects. Every 
gy ny Matinees, Wednesdays and Saturdays, at 
2.50. “5 8 and 2.30 by a brillfant display of Ani- 


ALACE. — HORACE GOLDIN, THE 
gy 4 The Dumonds. The Great Wieland, Nelson 
Jackson, Roxie Lioyd, The New Maes, Edgar Romaine, 
Earle and Earle, Mary Thorne. and a New Series of Bio- 
scope Pictures. EVERY EVENING, at 7.45.—Manager, 

Mr 4 Avrxep Bor. 


OYAL ITALIAN CIRCUS, ‘ Hengler’s,’ 8,” 
Oxford-circus, W. Over 200 Acting and Pestornsing 














Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 


For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Glasses only. 

TERMS: From Six Guineas A WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 30,000 acres, 
Fishing—24 miles, including trout, sewin, and salmon. 
References— 

Dr. Gro. Savace, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
square, W. 
Dr. D. Ferrier, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Or. M. WALKER, J.P., 
Plas-yn-Dinas, Dinas Mawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For a, under the Act and privately. 


Yor Terms, &c., app 
» Bee PPD. HOGG, M.R.C.S., &., 
Medical Superi 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmanswortTu. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT pee, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. ee Assoc, Soc. 
Stud = Pn bene years’ Experience. Excellent 

References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
RLEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 














Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen .ouising | — Inebriet | 

and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, pi ue, an 

secluded cn of the country, 1} hours from mt Eiverpool-re aw 

about feet above sea-level; 10} 

Heated ty hot-water apparatus. ‘pinche sh thosaghent: 

a employment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 
a Se, Tennis, Golf, » Music, 

Balers’ Dark m for Photo; ri &c. Patients may 

enter under the Acts or private Terms: 13-3 Guineas. 

Electric Light and Heat Baths, ro —Apply to 

Resipent Mepicau SUPERINTENDENT or SECRETARY. 


PRIVATE ASYLUM. 


SPRINGFIELD HOUSE, 


Near BEDFORD. Telephone No. 17. 


Special Accommodation for Chancery Lunatics and other 
Cases of Mental Ailment, 


Orpivary Teams: THREE GUINEAS PER WEEK. 
(Including Separate Bedrooms for all suitable cases.) 


HOME for LADIES ADDICTED to INEBRIETY, 


Hillsboro’ House, Upper Clapton. 








Mrs. Bramwett Boorn has a few VACANCIES for 
Voluntary Patients in the above ‘‘Home.’ Most encouraging 
results.— Particulars as to terms, &c., “g application to 
Chief Secretary, 259, Mare Street, Hackne 








A Bpec'fic Course of Trearment is 
Administered av 


NORWOOD SANATORIUM, 


Short term. D stinctive Features, Benu- 
tifvul »nd Secluced House and Groonds 
Modified Restrsint. Resident Medical 
Superiutend. nt, Justrated booklet, + rms 
and . ull yarticulare of Me. Stark, pMerwone 
Sanatorium, Up er Norwood, 8. 
Tele, hone, 24) sydeuhan, 
Teleg:ams, »oroto ium, London. 





Animals. DAILY, 3 and 8. Prices 1s. to 5s. 





half-price to all parts. Box Office 10 to 10. 
4,138 Gerrard. 


if LYCEUM, Strand. 
HIGH-CLASS VARIETIES. 
TWICE som gee 6.20 and 9. 
Matinees, Wednc ae Saturday, at 2.30. 

The LYCEUM OPERATIC CO., in selection from “ Rigo- 
letto,” La Belle Wilma, Phil Ray, George Leyton, Helowa 
Titcomb, h, Harmony Four, Taylor's Elephants, 
the Freydos, Five Yurroeupis, Permane Bros., Canadian 
Banker (Somersault Loop on 

Box Office open yor to ten. Telephone 7,618 Gerrard. 


Popular ‘ 
THOMAS BAREASTORD, Managing Director, 





An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 





Nutritious and Economical. 


——. 


Solicitors’ Brief Bags, 
FROM 7/6 EACH. 
Mlustrated List Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd., 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, 


LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 


J. HARCOURT SMITH, 
The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
N.B.—Vacancies for Articled Clerks. Good Mortgage 
5 UJ N LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
. CHANCERY LANE, W.C 
) 
BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 
CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 
INVALIDS. 
BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 
ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCOUNTANT, 
FIRE OFFICE. 
A. W. count, District Manager. 
OF 
BEEF, 
Price Lists of Invalid Preparations free on 
LimiTeED. 














61 & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
Founded 1710. 
FUNDS IN HAND - - £2,535,800. 
ALSO OF 
application to 





PRINTERS. 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


ParuiAMENTARY Biiis, Minutes or Evipence, Books or 
REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, Answers, &O., &C. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS. 
And all General and Commercial Work. 


Every description of Printing. 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C. 








S. FISHER, 188, Strand 





